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T T is a rentiick by no means noveIj» tbat the mea 
who mofl zealoully contend for ttie truth of the 
{irinciples of a fyftem^ are not always thofe who are 
tooft ready to be guided by thefe principkB in their 
pradlice; — that the converts who ^moft tenacioufly 
cling to the dodlrines of a theory while their own int 
tereft is unafFe6ted^ are not feldom among the foremoft 
to turn their backs upon it^ when they fee that a more 
confiftent line of condu6): would claih with the attain* 
tneht of fome favourite obje<9;. — ^This remark has not 
often been verified more glaringly ,' than by the con- 
du6i of thofe, who profefs to aflfent to the truthi of cer- 
tain fixed principles in the fetence of Political Eco- 
nomy. So long as this fcience remained a chaos of 
abfurdities ; fo long as its principles^ if it could be 
then faid to have any principles, were favourable to 
the interei^ pf thqfe who alone paid any attention t6 
it; it is t">'. to be wondered at, that their practice 
ihould clofely coincide i?\rith the theory which they 
adppted. It was perfe&ly natural that men who be* 
Jieyed nothing to deferve the name of wealth but gold 



C 2 ] 

«ncf filver, fliould regard a balance of trade^ by wliich 
alone thefe precious metals could be procured^ as the 
grand obje<Sl q{ political fagacity ; and that, to effeA 
this end, they (hould bdlq^ boonties hoireyer unjuft 
or impolitic, and enforce reftri6);ions however abfurd« 

When, however, the mifts which bad fo long hung 
over this fubjedl had been fomewbat difperfed by the 
reafonings of a Steuart and a Hume, and ftill more 
nearly diifipated by the luniinous arguments of a 
Smith; — when thefe authors had fo decidedly (hewn, 
that gold and filver make but the fmalleft portion of 
the riches of a nation, and a portion, defirable only as 
an inftrnment of exchange ; — that all the real advan- 
tages of commerce may be acquired without a balance 
of trade ;-^that monopoltes, bouii4lies,.aDd reftri^iJons 
ix^ every cafe defeat; their own end ;*«»-aiid. that the 
fimple feeret of increafii^ the wealth of a nation, is 
to let things take th^ir own courfe : — on^ mig^C have 
expe6ted thai ftateftnen and mercbalitsi would have 
feen the folly of their predecefTors Ene of aSion, and 
would have adopted one moreconloiMiiitto trotlrand 
to reafon. Yet, though the truth of thefe new doc* 
trines is to clearly deroonftrated, that an^ fiaatefman 
or merchant,, who aipiresFto the charag6iier of more 
than a mere (hopkeeper, would be alhamed to denj 
bis hearty aiQent to them> we fee, with a few excepu 
.tions, pr^cifely the fame rule of condudb purfued by 
both, as if the very reverfe of thefe principles were 
ftill their guide« Thus]t.the late ftime minifter, Mr. 
Pitt, was for ever proclaimiiig his admiration of Dr, 
Adam Smith's '' Wealth of Nations^'— be fcaicety 
made a fpeech on'any'lubje& conne<9;6d with trade^ 
m whick he did not take an opportunity of extolling 
the grand dtfcoveries for which be was indebted to 
this author : and yet, Mr. Pitt's conmiexdai meafiires 

were 
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Were alm^lt Cbnftantly in dire<3 oppofilion to the 
tfoiftrines for which he profefled fuch attachment. 
His mafter had repeatedly proved the injuffice and im- 
policy of all Monopolies granted to one branch of the 
tommanity at the expenfe of another, and had ex- 
prefsly pointed out how grofsly thefe terms were appli- 
cable to the nrionopoly which the woollen mianufa^turer 
lias fo long had in this country, at the expenfe of the 
farmer and land proprietor: — the pupi)^ however, with- 
out even thinking it neceffary to fliew how his condu6l 
could be reconciled with coniiflency, did not heiitate 
to fuppoi't thefe monopolills in obtaining an a6); of 
parliament to make their monopoly itill more ftridl 
and galling. 

An example of inconfiftency, precifely fimilar, is 
prefented to us at the prefent moment. By the opera- 
tion of certain caufes, the Weft India Planters have 
fallen into great diftrefs. On every found principle of 
mercantile policy, their difeafe does not admit of being 
cured by the application of any medicine : — it is one 
6f tbofe cafes which muft be left to the vis medicatrix 
natura, as the fole agent capable ofjeffedling a radical 
cure. Yet men, w^ho would be indignant if you were 
to queftion their afTent to the received doctrines of 
political economy, are vehemently demanding that 
meafures Ihall be applied to the relief of the Weft 
India Planters, fuch as, if tried by the touchftone of 
the principles they profefs, are either wholly unjuft 
and impolitic, or plainly nugatory and inefficient. 
Wheto, indeed, we refledi, that the mere love of popu- 
larity could fo obfcure the perceptive powers of a 
fiatefman, endowed with the talents which were un- 
queftienabfy the (hare of Mr. Pitt, as to make hina 
blind to the inconfiftency of his condudt on the occa- 
Cbn above referred to, it is not to be wondered at, that 
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the Weft India Planters^ and thofe in the ienate wlia 
are conne^led with them^ fliould be unable or unwilU 
ing to fee the utter incouipatibih'ty of their demands 
with every eftablilhed principle of policy. But not 
only does no fufpicion of this fort appear to have ever 
entered their minds ; — the public voice, influenced by 
their affeding ilatements^has been led to re-echo their 
demands : every newspaper paints in ftriking colours 
the diftreffes which afBicT: them, and calls for imme* 
diate relief, as claimed equally by individual fuffering 
and national intereft. Even the Committee appointed 
by the Houfe of Commons to inquire into their cafe, 
do not fo much as hint in their Report at the poffi- 
bility of its being incurable, but hefitate folely as to 
the moft probable plan of efFeftual remedy. 

Deeply impreffed as I am with the conviftion, that 
the modes hitherto pointed out for the relief of the 
Weft Indid Planters are wholly at variance with every 
rational principle of political economy, and in fa6l 
utterly inefficient as remedies for a difeafe fo deeply 
rooted as that which they are intended to cqre^ I am 
induced to lay my fentiments on this fubje6t before 
the public. In doing this, I have the three following 
objedls principally in view. 

I. To plaice the fubjeSl in a point of view different 
from any in which I have hitherto feen it confidered\ 
and thus to contribute materials towards a more accu^ 
rate judgment refpe^iing it, by that part of the public 
not immediately and diredly interefied in its difcujfion. 
-—The Weft India Planters, as is very natural in their 
. £tuation, have endeavoured to make the reft of the 
community feel the hardfliip of their cafe, and their 
urgent neceffity for relief, by publications in ' every 
ihape, from that of a quarto, to paragraphs in the ma- 

. ffdziu^ 
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gazines and newspapers. All thefe publications of 
courfe take the fame fide of the queltion. I have not 
feen one of them in which the poflibility as well as 
neceflily of affording relief to the Planter has Hot been 
infilled uponi Now, as the Committee of the Houfe of 
Commons appointed to take this queflion into confi- 
deration, has made its Report concerning it, and as the 
Minifter has promifcd that early attention to the fubje<Sl 
ihall be given in the enfuing feflion of parliament, ar- 
guments tending to a different'* conclufion from that 
which feems to have been adopted by all who have 
hitherto confidered the queftion, will fcarcely fail, 
whatever their validity may prove, eventually to place 
the meafures which may be refolved upon on a more 
liable foundation, than if one fide of the fubjedl only 
had been previoufly fubjedled to difcuffion. 



II. To imprefs upon the Weft India Planters them-' 
Jelves the true caufe of their calamities more forcibly 
than has been done by their own writers ; and thus, by 
pointing out to them the only radical cure which their 
cafe is fufceptible of, to induce them to adopt at once 
the ftrong medicines which it requires, rather than to 
keep lingering on a wretched exiftence for years, in the 
fallacious hope of relief from the temporary ftimulus of 
q, few inefficient noftrums.- — ^Whether from a certaii^ 
fliare of difingenuoufnefs which the mercantile clafs, 
in Hating their 6wn cafe, have not unfrequently been 
guilty of, or from that optical deception which our 
felf-intereft is fo ap^t to occafion, I will not fay ; but, 
from one of thefe caufes, it appears to me that all the 
writers on this fubje6l in the intereft of the Weft India 
Planters, in ftatingthfe caufe of their diftrefs,liave dwelt 
chiefly pnpiatters of inferior and fubordinate confe- 
fluence, and have kept the radical caufe, *' the'rotteu 
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{ 6 3 

eore/' which they could not wholly conceal^ greatly too 
much in the back ground. As I fincerely grieve at the 
diftrefles of the Weft India Planters, and have long 
lamented the unfortunate ftate of their affairs, which 
has now for years kept them conftantly in the flatipn 
of fuppliants at the Minitter's levee, it will not perhaps 
be too prefuming to conceive, that they may derive 
more effential benefit from the wholefome though 
harfli council of an nninterefted fpecSator^ than the 
foothing but fatal conlblation of their brethren ; — that 
their wound will be more fpeedily healed, if probed to 
the bottom by the hand of the unrelenting furgeon, 
than if left to be cured by the falves and plafters of ijie 
fond but injudicious mother. 

' III. To examine the do£irines which havt of late 
beenfo much dndfo largely infijled upon, relative to the 
value of our fV,eJi India trade in a national point of 
view ; and to point out fame of the egregious errors, as 
J deem them, which have on thisfuhjeS been very con-^ 
fdently maintained, — ^I'he objeft of the writers who 
have expatiate^ on the diftrefles of^the Weft India 
Planters, has been to '^ bring home to the bufinefs and 
bofom" of each of their readers, the imperious necef- 
fity of affording relief to mifery, which, according to 
their ftatement, threatens (hortly to involve himfelf. 
And to (hew how intimately the intereft of every 
individual in the country is connefted with that of the 
'\Veft India Planter, thefe authors have entered into' 
extended ftatements and calculations, to prove the 
vaft value of the Weft India colonies to us as a 
nation, and the immenfe deficit which our revenue, 
and confequently our means of defence would expe- 
rience, if we were deprived of the commerce which 
they give birth to. In endeavouring to fubftantiate 
* 3 thefe 
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fimtk i^fitioiii^iiiQi^ erroneous reafoninghfts^ accord^ 
ifig to my idea9^ been employed^ and many inferencet 
draw&j wbicb^ even on the acknowledged premi&s of 
the writers themfelves^ are falfe. It cannot, there- 
fore, be entinely ufelefs to fiate the grounds of mj 
opinions on this head, iince, if jinfoonded, they will 
in the end but more firongly confirm the dodlrineil 
they are meant to oppofe, and> if conredl, they may 
tend perhaps, in fome degree, to diffipate bne of tbolib 
boding clouds with which, in the eyes of mod obfervers, 
our political horizon is now overcafi. 

IN endeavouring to accomplifh the two firfi of (befs 
objedls, it will be neceiTary, in xhefirjl place, to point 
out the real and fole caufe of the diftreifes of the 
Weft India Pli^iters;— -then, after briefly hinting at the 
> radical relief which alpne, to an unprejudiced obferver, 
an evil produced by fuch a caufe would feem to admit 
of-— I (luiU,y^coii(^^, confider the remedies of a dif- 
-ferent defcription which have been ptopofed for this 
end— and, lafily, I (hall revert to the coniideration of 
the only remedy which the preceding difcuffion will 
have fliewn is ^t all calculated. to produce an effe6iual 
and permanent cure. 



SUGAR is well known to be the moft important 
article of the produce of the Weft India iflands. Prior 
to the French revolution, moft of the principal powers 
of Europe were poffeflTed of colonies which fully fup» 
plied tbem.witb all of this article that their own waists 
required, and with a fuificient furplus alfo, -to fell to 
the other three countries, Germany, Ruifia, and Italy, 
which had no colonial- pofleffions. Although Britain 
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furnUhed to thefe latter countries a partof this ftipplj^ 
from her farplus of this defcription of colonial pro* 
duce^ yet it muft have been a very fmall portion of the 
whole of their (i|emand^ fince^ for a long period priof 
to the year 1793, flie never exported on the average 
more than i2>ooo hogOieads annually,* a quantity 
which would fcarcely be a twentieth part of the whole 
demand of. three fuch populous territories. So long 
as this ftate of things continued, and Britain bad not 
the means of difpofing of a 1 quantity of Sugar much\ 
greater than her home market required, the profits of 
the Weft India Planters were adequate to thofe of 
other branches of trade. The confumption of Sugar 
gradually increafed with the extenfion of our popu- 
lation and of our habits of luxury, and of courfe its 
cultivation was from time to time augmented. Yet, 
though in confequence of the affinity which Weft India 
fpeculations have always had with 'gambling, there 
were often great individual loffes incurred; thefe evils 
were but partial, and did not affe6l Jbhe intereft of the 
great body of Planters, who in general acquired 
opulence. 

But in the year 1792, the French revolution ex- 
tended its baleful influence from Europe to the Weft 
Indies. The mad introdudion of '^ liberty <ind equa- 
lity," thofe watch-words of anarchy and devaftation, 
into the ifland of St. Domingo, at firft diminiflied, and 
at length, in a few years, totally annihilated, the fupply 
of 114,615 hogflicads of Sugar, which France and 
Europe had been accuftomed . to draw from thence. 
This diminution of the ufual fupply, greatly raifed the 
price of Sugar throughout Europe ; aud in Britain the 
average price of the hundred weight, which, exclufive 

of 
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of duty, in 1791, had been 55s., in 1796, 1797, and 
1798, was 62s., 64s., and 66j. Such an increafe of 
profit immediately caufed a very great extenfion of the 
Sugar plantations in all the Britifli iflands polTelTed of 
uncultivated foil ; particularly in Jamaica, which, in' 
the fix years preceding 1799, annually on the average 
produced 83,000 hogftieads only, but in the years 1 801 
and 1802 exported upwards of 143,000 hogflieads;. 
making the vaft increafe, in thefe few years, of 60,000 
hogfheads per annum. This increafed quantity wa» 
in part alfo owing to the introduction of a new vaiiety 
of Sugar Cane, the Bourbon Cane, which is much 
more produdlive, efpecially in fome foils, than the old 
kind ; and the adoption of which, by the lefs fertile 
and more cultivated Windward Iflands, alfo enabled 
them in a fmall degree to add to their export of Sugar. 
During this period likewife (from 1793 to 1802) the 
capture of fome of the Dutch and French Weft India 
iflands, and above all of the fertile colonies of the 
former, Deraerara and Surinam, opened a new field 
of fpeculation; which was eagerly fillied with abundance 
of capital, b}^ thofe adventurers who faw in the then 
high price of Sugar an inexhauftible mine of riches. 
•— In confequence of this increafed cultivation of 
our ovkti iflands and of the captured colonies of 
our enemies, the total import of Sugar into Great 
Britain from the Weft Indies, which in the years 
1795, 1796, and 1707, had been on the average 
annually 127,000 hogflieads, in the years 1802, 
1803, and 1804, was augmented to 274,580 hogf. 
heads ; of which nearly 250,000 were from the Britifli 
colonies, and this quantity they *' may henceforward - 
'* be confidered as producing/'* Now, although the 

confumption 
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eoRfomplion of Sug;^ in Britain has beea progrefivdj 
iDirreafiingy it is evident tbat Qie couid at no time coBt- 
fome }mt a fmall portion of this Yaft additioqi to her 
annual imp<Ht : accordin^y, by far the largefi portioa 
^ i|t has been exported to the Continenty for the pur* 
p0& of fupplying the demand occafioned by the lof» 
of the French and Dutch colonies. In fa<9;. this 
country does not confune moce |.han 1 50^000 hogf^ 
beads of Sugar per annum> andconfeqiiently^ to di& 
poie of the prefent produce of our own Weft India, 
iflands alone^^' at all times there, will be required aa 
^' export of loo^oQO hog(heads/' and while we retain 
the qolonies of Surinam and Demerara> '^ the full ex* 
port required is 140^000 hogftif^ds/** 

If the market of the reft of Europe had ftill coniH 
nned to nequire an importaUoQ of 140,000 hogOieads 
of Sugar ^ more than their own colonies were able to 
forniih them with^ the Britifli Weft India Planters 
would have fold^ during the laft five yews^ the whote 
of their produce at a profitable price^ as they had done 
in the five years preceding. But^ unfortunately fcH: 
them^ this has liot been the cafe. Though Uie moft 
valuable colonies of the French and Dutch were 
Wrefted from them^ ftill the powers of Europe with 
whom we have been fo long at variance^ retained pof« 
Jeffions in the Weft Indies of boundlefs extent and fer- 
tility. Though TobagP; Trinidad^ Surinam^ Demerarat 
(and at one period Martinique)^ were in our poflefiion, 
France ftill poftefled Guadaloupe^ and Spain Porto 
Rico and the vaft ifiand of Cuba> which required only 
Cultivation^ to enable it alone mpre than adequately to 
replace the lofs of St. Domingo. The high price of 
ISugar^ which about the year 1798 fo greatly ftimulated 

the 
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the cultivation of the Englifli colonies, operated exaAly 
in the fame way to the increafed cultivation of thole 
yet remaining in the hands of our enemies. The pre*- 
mium of high price, rapidly attrafted all that they 
were in want of — capital ; — and for feveral years 
paft, the produce of Cuba, Porto Rico, Guadaloupe, 
and Martinique (now again in the hands of the 
French), has amply fupplied the demands of the Con- 
tinent.* 

' But although the continental demand for Sugar, 
which originally fo vaftly augmented the produce of 
the Britifli colonies^ is now fupplied from another 
fource, the latter ftill continue to grow the fame in- 
creafed quantity. Hence, more Sugar being brought 
to market than there is a demand for, the natural com- 
petition among the fellers has reduced its price to the 
fmalleft fum for which the party, that grows it at the 
leaft coft, can afford to fell it ; and, as the expenfes of 
the Planter of Cuba, Sccare fmaller than thofe of the 
Britifh Planter, the price is nacellarily alofing one to 

the lattier. 

As 

♦ The Weft India Planters attribute the Vapid increafcin the 
cultivation of the colonies of our enemies, chiefly to the duty 
of js, per cwt. which Mr. Pitt, when enebriated with his fchemet 
of colonial monopoly, attempted to make the foreign confumer 
pay on Sugar exported from Britain ; 9nd, doubUefs, fuch a 
premiun^ mult have haHened the cultivation of the French and 
Spanifli |K>frefnons; yet I am inclined to believe, that the mere 
high price of Sugar would in the end have produced the fame 
tfftStf though perhaps fomewhat later. However this may be, 
whether the high price of Sugar in Europe, excluiive of duty, or 
the additional high price caufed by the duty which we wifliedto 
levy on the foreign confumer, was the chief ftimulus to the in* 
creafed cultivation of the French arid Spanifli colonies, the faft 
Is the fame, namely, that in confequeuce of one on other of tjiefe 
caufe^, or of both combined, they now produce a fufficieat fup<«. 
fly for the wants of the Continent* 



«As much of the reafoning employed in the fuhfe-» 
quent pages of this work will be founded on the fad 
above-mentioned^ namely, that the produce of Sugar 
now fupplied by the foreign colonies is amply fufficient 
for the demand of the foreign market, without the need 
of any fupply from Britain, it will be neceffary to 
enter into a more detailed ftatement, fully to efiablifh 
its accuracy. 

In the Jirji place, the truth of this pofition, if not 
fully efiablifhed, is at leaft circumftantially con- 
firmed, by fuch fafts as have come within our reach. 
•-^Since the export of Sugar from Britain, for twenty 
years prior to the year i793> never exceeded on the 
average 12,000 hogflieads, a quantity perfe6tly in* 
confiderable in the confumption of Europe, we may 
feirly ftate that at that time the produce of the foreign 
colonies was fuflicient for the foreign demand ; for it 
Kiuft be reoolle6led, that the fmall quantity which we 
exported, was forced by us into the foreign markelrai 
a furplus above our own wants, rather than called for 
by it out of the ftock neceffary for our own con- 
ftimption. Now to determine whether the lofs of the 
fources from which, prior to 1793, the foreign market 
was fupplied, has been of late repaired, wemufl make 
an eftimate of thefe loffes and of the fubfequent gains 
which have replaced them. — By the revolution, France 
entirely loft the fupply of 114,000 hogflieads which 
St. Domingo had formerly annually furnifhed; and 
by the events of the war, France, Spain ^nd IJoUand^ 
have been deprived of the colonies of Tobago, Triit 
nidad, St. Lucia, Demerara, Surinam, and forae fmaller 
poffeffions : the produce of all which I believe we 
fliall not underrate at 20,000* hogfhead^ more, but to 

prevent 
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^In 1793 Demersira exported only about a,ooo ho^(bead«». 
Trinida4 29OOO, and Tobago 8iO0Q« ^ 



prevent the. poflibility of a cavil, let us call their annaal 
prod ace 46,000 .hogfheads. 160,000 hogfheads of 
Sugar, then, is the utmoft quantity which we caa 
eftimate the continental market to have loft by the 
jrevolution and the war. — How has this been replaced i 

1. An advocate for the Weft India Planters informs 
us,/^ that '^ the ifland of Cuba> which till of late pro* 
duced very little Sugar, laft year exported betweeu 
300,000 and .400,000 chefts, the greater part of them 
flayed, and weighing from 4 to 5 cwt. each, being 
nearly equal to 100^000 hogOieads of clayed or 1 50,000 
bogftieads of Mtifcovado Sugar ;" if, then, we fup- 
pofe the quantity of Sugar which Cuba fupplied 
prior to 1793 to have been io,oqo hogfheads only^ 
which is probably beyond the truth, we have ah in- 
creafe of 140,000 hogOieads from this ifland alone* 

2. The fame writer tells us that the produce of Sugar 
from the Braiils is greatly increafed. 3. Buonaparte 
boafted, about two years ago, that the Slave population 
pf Martinique and Guadaloupe had doubled fince 
I789;t and we may therefore fairly aifume, that thd 
produce aifo of thefe two iflands has doubled. 4. The 
produce of the extenfive ifland of Porto Rico is ftated^ 
by the Weft India Planters themfelves, gr^tly to have 
augmented within thefe ten years ; and ii\ as is moft 
probable, this increafe has been at all proportionate to 
that of Cuba, we cannot take the addition which it 
has made to the fuppiy at lefs than feveral thoufand 
hogflieads. Now without the afliftance of any more 
accurate documents on this fubjedl, and omittirig to 

take 



* See a letter, iigned Mercator, in Yorke's Weekly Political 
Review for December 6, 1806, page 848. 

t ,£xtraA from the Moiiiteur, in the London papers of Sep-< 
^mber ad and 3d, 1805* 



y 






[Ml 

. tate into account the increafed quantity of Suga^ 
grown in the Danifli Weft India iflands or in the other 
French and Spaniffi poflfeffions, we (nay, without feaf 
of exaggeration, eftimate the ^ncreafed produce front 
the above three foorces alone, within thefe eight or ten 
years, to be at leaft equal to the half of the augmented 
produce of Cuba, or 70,660 hogflieads ; making, wberi 
added to the increafed produce of Cuba, 2io,dod 
hog(heads,or 50,000 hogfheads niore thauthe colonic 
which the cohtinentstl powers have been deprived of 
Could pofffibly formerly have prod'uced.. They have 
now, therefore, more than repaired theii* loflTes, and are 
more amply fupplied with Sugair from theilr own colo- 
nies, than they were previous to 1793: 

In theyiconrf place, the accuracy of this ftatement 
is abundantly confirmed, by reafonin^ built uf^on thrf 
acknowledged principles of political economy. In this 
fcience no* portion is more certain than that, whtrt a 
market is not fully fuppticd with ctn^artich of general 
demand, fuch a price may he ohiaiiiedfor the quantitjf 
requifite to fill up the deficit ds the feller choofes t6 
impofe, provided this price be nxft exorbitant* Thus^ 
if the crop of hop§ in this cotintry were ifi any year 
fufficient fot- half a year's confumption only, and no 
ftock from the former year remained on hand^ it is 
plain that we fliould readily purchalfe of any of the 
neighbouring countries, a quantity of this anicle ne- 
ceflary to make up the deficiency, at an^ reafonable 
price, and at a much greater price even than we had 

paid 

* If any Weft India Planter helitate to admit the truth of this 
gxiom, I beg to refer him to Bryan £dwards» who exprefsly fays, 
** If the quantity (of any commodity) at 'market, is not equal 
to the demand, the feller undoubtedly can and always does 
£x his ovirn price on his goods/* lilft. of the Weft ladies^ 
;iroL ii. p. 440. 
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f aid firf Cbe qu^Bfbity bougfct at Ifoftift. If, thei^cfete^ 

there W€^ a denfidftiil feir Sugiit in th^ tomtittehtsA 

fiirtrket> sMl all approBcton^ to tht ^ntiliy ^ferteh: we 

annually produce beyond out owi!i: cotrfuraptiotf, wtf 

AkkiM ce/tainly havie tb^ power 6f Sxihg our owa 

piiee upon ifcis (Jnantity : and llioiigh the foreign con- 

fomers might pnrehaffe 206,ooa hogflieads of theii^ 

demand fitoffl the foreign^ coiotaies at 30s. per cwt., yet^ 

if theit ftrll fuflply Required 140,000 hogflieads mor^, 

they would aiTuredly be glad to purchafe this quantity 

of ttli a£ 40 s.- But inftead of this being the cafe^. the 

iai£t- i»y as the ftatements of the Weft indra Planteri 

Ihemfelves fully fhew, that we cannot fell a hogfhead 

of our furpfcis Sugar in the foreign* markety unlefs we 

tre willing to* take alefs price for it, than that at which 

|he produce of the fGQ*eign colonies is offered. Now 

does tiot thir fa^t prove beyond the fhadow of a doubt^ 

lilfat our Sugar is' not wanted in the foreign market, 

mnd theit h is able to fqueeze itfelf 'in there only by 

being uHnaturaUy fold at lefs than prime coft f Caii 

any oiie^ for a moment credit, that if the ContinenC 

feally were^ in want of ioo,«oo or even of 50,000 

hogflieafds of Sugar more thtin it is fupplied with 

from the foreign colonies, that it would purchafd 

ibis quantity of us at a certain price, but would not 

give 28-. per cwt. mor^ than that price; — that it 

would buy of us 50,000 or 100,000 hogflieads at 32 s. 

but notafingle cwt at 34*.? — .The circumftance, that 

We do export large quantities of Sugar, proves nothing 

in oppofition to the fa6t I am contending for. An 

trticle may be fold in the moft overftocked market, if 

ftfe feller choofes to facrifice fufficiently in its price : 

arid ifor proof that the Weft India Platiters are obliged 

to make fuCh a facrifice on every hoglhead they fell, I 

4e«d only refer to their own ftatemei>ts. 

Thus, 
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Hius^ then^ both fa&s and argument bear me 6ut m 
aflerting^ that the foreign colonies are now abuadantlj 
able to fupply the continental market with all the 
Sugar it has occafion for. 

. The foregoing ftatement fully explains tbe*nature oC 
the diOrefs of the BritiQi Weft India Planters* The 
caufe of the evils of which they complain is limply an^ 
folely this: — They grow annually a greater quantity of 
)Sugar than the aSual demand affords ^ fale for at Oi 
profitable price. . ' , 

Obvioully and clearly as thisiimple pofition accounti 
for the unprofitable nature of the W«ft India Plant^r'^ 
occupation^ one might have expedled that the author* 
who have prof(^fled to inveftigate the heft n:iode of re- 
medying this evil^ would in the firft place have though^ 
it neceflary explicitly to ftate this as its grand caufe^ 
before they attempted to poiut out the means by which 
It is to be eradicated. But i^ftead of adverting thua 
openly to the real ftate of th^ir cafe, they appear con^ 
ilantly to keep it in the baqk ground^ as though it were 
a point on which they deemed it hazardous to com- 
ment. Their publications, indeed, afford abundant 
evidence to enable the reader to make this conclufiori 
for himfelf ; but tliey never, in fo many words> hav§ 
bad the manlinefs to fay, *^ Our diftreffes are occaftone^ 
by our produce of Sugar exceeding the demand for it* 
This is the given and radical caufe of all the evils 
which opprefs us, and for this we muft feek a remedy*'* 
On the contrary, both their writings, and the Report of 
the Committee appointed to inquire into their cafcji 
which Report is grounded on the evidence of the WefJ^ 
India proprietors and nterchants, ftate two other caufe^ 
as the main fource of their diftrefs. Thefe two. cau&i^ 
it will be here proper to advert to, in order to (how 
that they are by no means entitled to the weight 

which 
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ifvhich has been given to them, but are in fa6i merely 

confequences of the r'adical caufe which 1 have pointed 

out. 

ift. Tliey fay, that they alone of all others are fo 

extraordinarily fituated, as to be precluded from in- 
demnifying themfelves for the increaied prime coft of 
their produce and the duties levied upon it^ by an 
equivalent advance of its price to the confumer : — and 
as proofs that they ^ and npt the eonfuraer^ pay this 
augmentation of prime coft and duty, they refer you 
to the prices which they received formerly, which were 
much higher then, when the duty was only 20 j. peif 
cwt., than they are now, when it is 17 i. As I (hall have 
occafion hereafter 16 attend to the latter part of this 
fiatement^ I will not here advance the arguments 
which lead nie to believei that, ftricftly fpeaking, how- 
ever low the prices of Sugar may be, the duty is ftiil 
paid by the confumer; but conceding for a moment 
that the Planter is fo deplorably ii tuated, as that a great 
proportion of the duty levied on his Sugar is a<Slually 
paid, not by the confumer, who certainly ought to pay 
it, but by himfelf; what, I would afk, is the caufe of 
his be'mg placed in this larnentable predicament i Is it 
not clearly tnanifed, that the circumftance of his 
growing more Sugar than there is a demand for, is the 
caufe ? When the market is not overftocked with an 
article, whatever duty is laid upon it is readily paid by 
^he confumer, as well as j\ reafonable profit to the feller; 
but if the fellers will force into the market more than 
the quantity demanded, they muft expe6l not only to 
fell without profit^ but with lofs : in which cafe, in one 
' fenfe, a part of any duty charged upon their article 
may be faid to- be paid by them. But what can be 
more childiOi than to fay, as the pofition 1 am now 
commenting u|[>on, in reality merely iays, that the 

C low 
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low price of the PlanierV produce is the caufe of Im 
difireis ? An i^iot knows that this is the proximate 
caufe of the evil; but the grand queftion which alone 
can be worth attending to^ is, what is the caufe of thi» 
low price ?' And the anfwer which I have already g^'vea 
is alone the true one. 

2d- I'he fecond great caufe to which the Weft Indif 
Planters themfelves attribute their diftrefs, and that 
upon which the Committee of the Houfe of Commons 
lays the greateft weight, is the low rate at which the 
produce of the colonies of our enemies is conveyed by ' 
the (hips of neutral nations, and efpecially of America, 
to the mother countries; in confequence of which k 
can be* afforded there cheaper than the produce of the 
Britilh Weft India Planter, loaded as it i% with war 
freights and infurance, and the double freight which is 
incurred by bringing it firft to Britain, before it can be 
ihipped to the Continent.— But to ftate thisas the main 
caufe of the diftreffesof the Britiih Planters, is to 
fake a very confined and partial view' of the fubjed^ 
Doubtlefs, the low rate at which the produce of foreign 
colonies is conveyed to the Continent, is the immediate 
reafon* wh y we cannot afibrd to fell on equal terms; but 
except the market vras overllocked, this difference of 
expenfe would not prevent our obtaining a profitable 
price for our produce. If the demand of the Continent 
was fufficiently great to require our furplus produce as 
well as the produce of their own iilands, the whole of 
this quantity would be fold for a proEt ; and the only 
effect which would refult from the difference of ex- 
penfe to each party in bringing its produce to market 
would be, that their profiu would be larger than our^s. . 
The cafe, however, on the contrary, is, that the Con* 
tinent does not require a larger fupply of Sugar than 
what its own colonies can afford; and^ of courfe, if vre 

attempt 
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ftUemptto enter into competition with them^ ^ke muft 
. be content to fell at a price which, though it leaver 
thein a'profit, is a lofing price to us. To change the 
. diftreffes of the Weft India Planters, therefore, upon 
. the American carriers, is almoft as al;)furd as it would 
be for the aflaffin to lay the blame of murder upon the 
. arfenic which he had purpofely placed in the fugar-difli 
of his friend. If the Weft India Planters had not con- 
tinued to raife a furplus of 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar, 
when there was no effedlive demand for it, the Ame- 
ricans might, if they pleafed, have carried the Sugar . 
of our enemies for nothing, without theifeby injuring 
them. 

If, then, as I think the foregoing arguments have 
fully proved, the radical caufe of the diftreffes of the 
Weft India Planters is the circumftance of their con- 
tinuing to grow Sugar for the fupply of a demand, 
which exifted ten years ago for a ihort period, but 
which now no longer exifts ; what, I would a£k, is the 
remedy which an unprejudiced judge, at all acquainted 
with the commoneft principles of mercantile policy, 
would point out for the cure of this evil i What is the 
. medicine which Dr* Adam Smith, if he were now 
alive, would prefcribe for a difeafe whofe remote and • 
eflential caufe is fo incontrovertibly manifeft I Would 
he not, if his opinion were demanded, reply femewhat 
as follows?—**^ As the evils of which the Weft India 
Planters complain are occafioned by their perfifting to 
grow a quantity of Sugar greater than the quantity for ^ 
which there ^s a demand, they muft a^ as all other 
elaifes of cultivators or of traders are wont to aft in like 
circumftances ;— they muft draw from this unprofitable 
employment that furplus of their capital which is now 
occupied in producing the fuperfluity of Sugar which 
deprefies the niarket., if, before the deftruftiou of the 

c 2 plantations 
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plantations of St. Domingo^ 1 2^000 hogflieatts wcfre 89 
much as the foreign inarket afforded a profitable de-* 
mand for, they Ihould ceafe, now that the produce. of 
that ifland is nlpre than reftored, by the increafed cul- 
tivation of Cuba, Porto Rico, &c. to grow the addi- 
tional 120,000 bogdieads which they were induced to 
iraife for thepurpofe of exporting to fupply that dim?*' 
notion of produce. I know of no other mode than thi» 
fimple one, by which the price of an article, deprefled 
by a produftion of it greater than the demand^ can be 
effeftually and permanently raifed.'^ 

Such, unquefiionably, would have been the remedy 
which in fubftance Dr. Smith would have prefcribed 
for the evil we are confidering, and fuch muft be the 
remedy which every unprejudiced ohferver, in the leaft 
acquainted with the principles of political economy, 
will agree in prefcribing.— But before the Weft. India 
Planter could have liltened to the end of fuch a reply, 
his impatience would have made him interrupt him who 
(hould have delivered it. " This is all very well," he 
would exclaim, '^as a remedy in ordinary cafes, but i» 
totally inapplicable in our's. The common trader, the 
importer of hemp, of fruit, of corn, may without diffi- 
culty withdraw his capital from fupplying a market 
which is overftocked ; he has but one lofs to fuftain, 
and that no great one. But our fituation is widely 
diflerent. We are not traders merely, butoultivators 
of the foil. Our capitals fire funk in the purchafe of 
land which will grow nothing but Sugar; — in the 
eje(5lion of buildings which are of no value but to the 
Planter ; — and we can in no other way withdraw oor 
capital fro«3 the bufinefs in which it is engaged, than 
by abandoning it altogether. But furely you cannot 
have the inhumanity to recommend fuch a defperate 
meai'ure to U9. You can never expe<S); that we (hall 

calmly 
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calmly fubmfit to a ftep which would leave many of its 
without a farthing. It might be imprudent in us fo 
greatly to extend our cuUivution of Sugar, for the 
fiipply of a demand which a flight confideration might 
have (hewn us would be temporary ; but having done 
tlna, and with the encouragefeeut even of Government^ 
a» British fiibjed^s we have a right to claim the adop- 
tion ofanjpradiicabje meafures, fuitable to the pecu- 
liarity of iour iituation, which proraife to extricate us 
from the mifery in which we are involved." 

Bvery feeling mind muft admit the weight of thi$ 
fiateraent, which I hav<^ endeavoured to exprefs as 
Arongly as a Weft India Planter himfelf could wifli; 
and I readily concede that it is an aofwer to the mode 
of reafoning which I have put into the month of Dr. 
Smithy fo ftronjg, that if any pradlicable mode of re- 
lieving diis numerous and very refpedlable body of 
men, confonant.alfo with juftice to other clafles of - 
fociety, and the great landmarks of national policy^ 
can be pointed out, th6 legislature is imperioufly 
called upon to enforce its adoption, - 

Granting, then, as I finperely do, the propriety oC 
affording relief to the diftreffes of the Weft India 
Planters, if fuch relief be pra6ticable, I proceed to the 
confideration of the mealbres which have been pro- 
pofed for this end But before I enter upon this dit 
cuC&on^I muft premife two poftulates as the touch-* 
ftone to which all the plans relative to this fabjeA 
ought to be referred, as decifive of the jqftice or 
iojuftice^ the wifdom or folly, of adopting themu lit. 
That no meafure fiiou^d be adopted which relieves the 
Weft India Planters at the^expenfe of any otberxlafa 
of foeiety : and sd. That no meafure (houid be adopted 
which does not promife^ at leaft, permanent relief to 
tjbeij: d.iftre&^ When I have explaiued tbat^ by the 
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firft of khefe pofitions, I do not mean that the Weft 
India Planters ought not to have their juft /7ro^^5 paid 
by the other claH'es of fociety which confurtie their 
Sugar, but merely, that no particular clafa or claffes 
of fociety (hould be injured by the meafures intended 
to produce this efFe6l; and that, by the lait pofitioo^ 
I meail that no temporary plan of relief^ which in 
the end would involve them in deeper mifery, (houid 
be liftened to~*-I think there are few reafonaUe Weft 
India proprietors who will not a0ent to their juftice. 

The plans which have been propofed for the relief 
X)f the Weft India Planters naturally divide themfeives 
into fuch as refer to the increafed confumption of Sugar 
at home^ and into thofe, the objedl of which is to canfe 
its increafed exportation* The prior of theie divifions, 
as including meafures on every account the moft deiir«> 
able,. I (hall attend to in the iirft place. 

The moft important of the modes by which it hsn 
been propofed to increafe the home confumption 'of 
Sugar, and. that on which the Weft India Planters 
placed the greateft reliance, is. 

The fubftitution of Sugar for Grain in the 
Dijiilleries. 

ON this plah, which at an earlier period wou W have 
afforded, great room for difcuflion, it is not no^ necef- 
fary to fay much,fince its pradticability and propriety 
have been the fubjedl of examination by a Committee 
of the Houfe of Common^, which, after hearing the 
fulleft-evidence on. all fides, determined, that its adop* 
tion was incompatible alike with the intercft of the 
revenue, and of the 3i'iti(h land proprietor. As, how- 
ever^ the propriety of this decifion doe» not ieem to 

havfi 
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have been acqniefced in by the Weft India Planters, 
It vrill not be ofelefs to fhow, that the plan propofed 
is utterly at variance with the two principles with 
which we fet out in confidering this queftion. 

1. As the quantity of Sugar which the Planters 
themfelves allow would be required by the difiilleries 
is not 30^000 hogfheads,* it muft ftrike any one that 
this additional confumption would by no means alle- 
viate the fiate of a market deprefled by upwards of 
140^000 hogfheads : and^ indeed, Mr. Bofanquet him* 
felf admitted to the Weft India Committee, that this 
new demand in the home confumption would be 
inadequate to raife the price of Sugar fufficlently.f 
It is evident, then, that this plan does not fulfil the 

I fecond of our poftulates, in providing an efFe<S^ual and 
permanent cure for the exifting evil. 

2. This plan is inadmiffible, even if it could eSeA 
an entire relief to the Planter, inafmuch as the benefit 
conferred on him would be at the expenfe of two 
other claiTes of fociety, the farmers and land proprie* 
tors. So obvious is this obje6lion, that the Weft India 
Planters thought it neceflary, in the very outfet of 
their propofal for the fubftitution of Sugar in the dif* 
tilleries, to (bow that it is groundleis. To effeA this 
purpofe they reafoned as follows : *' Britain does not 
grow grain enough for the food of her inhabitants s 
fhe imports annually about a million of quarters of 
wheat. Now as there are 500,000 quarters of Barley 
ufed in the diftilleries, ftop the importation of wheat to 
this amount, and the farmer and lancf proprietor need 

not 



• << Inquiry into the State of the Britiih Weft Indies, by Jof, 
Lowe, Efq." p. 48. 
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tiot lofe th^ir ordinary profits." Agwn ; '' The Weft. 
India iflarids/' faid they, *^ at prefent are porohibited 
from getting more than a trifling fupply of foodfron^ 
Britain: the bulk of what they con fume is obtained 
from America. If the farmers lofe the dillilleriesr, open 
to them the exportation of grain to the Weft Indies. 
We are willing to be fuppUed from them^^ and thus the' 
price of their produce will not be reduced by the pro-: 
pofed meafure.'* • 

This reafoning is on the face of it plaufible^ but a 
flight confideration will (how its fallacy. If we were 
in the habit of importing annually 500,000 quarters of 
barley, and of confuming 500,006 quarters of the 
fame grdin in the diftilleries, a ftoppage of the impor*, 
tation would aifu redly prevent the fanner fro^i fuifering 
by the fubftitution of Sugar in the diftilleries. But 
this is not the cafe. The grain which we in^port, is 
either whe;at for the food of man, or pats for our horfe&» 
The quantity of barley which we import is always 
inconiiderable, not more in ordinary years than 40,000; 
or 56,000 quai ters.* It is plain, then, that by far the 
largeft portion of the barley ufed in the diftilleries 19 
the produce of our own foil. If, now, the farmet 
could grow wheat v/here he a^t preffent grows barley, 
he might fubmit without a murmur to lofe the diftil- 
leries on having the importation of the former pro- 
hibited. But every agriculturift know3, that the 
farmer would always grow the more profitable, crop^ 
wheat, inftead of the lefs profitable crop barley, if bis 
. foil and a proper rotation of crops would permit him^ 
On certain fbils in general, and on other foils every 
three, or four years^ the farmer, if he pra6);ife good huf- 

bandry, 

* In 1805 were imported ^61,2^ «[uarters of oatst 899,8^^ 
4jiiarters of wheat, and 44,567 quarters of barley. 
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' bandry, mull grow liarley. He cannot therefore ftibr 
ftitute wheat for barley ; and confequently^ if deprived 
of one of his principal markets, its price would be 

♦ greatly diminiflied, notwithftanding tli^ non-importa- 
tion of wheat.* — If the Weft India PlanterTays. that 
the farmer might grow oats where he n9w grows barley, 
to fupply the place of the 400,000 quarters of that 
grain annually imported 5 I anfwer, he could not do 
this and retain the fame profits. As wheat is a more 
profitable crop than barley, fo is barley more profitable 
than oats ; which is proved by the fa<5lj that fo much 
qf the lattergrain, and fo little of the former, is im- 
ported. If oats were as profitable as barley, the quan* 
tity cultivated of each would be equal, and the defi-*. 
ciency of each would be fupplied by an equal impor- 
tation of both kinds of grain* ^^But we find that our 
farmers fully, fupply the home market with the more 
pjroQtable grain, barley, while there is a deficiency in 
the. produce of the lefs profitable grain, oats^^ which is 
fupplied from abroad. 

A train of reafonitig fimilar to the foregoing will 
ihow alfo, that anextenfion of the permiffion to export 
grain for the fupply of the colonies would by no means 
compeni'ate to the farmer the lofs of the diftilleries, 
tf the Weft India Planters would engage to purchafe 
pf the farmers of Great BritfiHn, at the price which they 
now receive, all the barley which has been hitherto 
confumed in the diftillerie8> there would be fome pro- 

babiliry 



* A h6k w^ich lately came under my notice will confirm the 
truth of the above reafoning. A &rmer from Cpupar, Scotland, 
informed me, that' they grow confiderable quantities of barley 
^here, for which their almoft fole market is the diftilleries ; and 
that on the mere report of Sugar being about to be fubftitu^ed for 
barley, its price fell 5 /. or. 6/. a quarter. 
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bability of keeping up the value of that grain ; but 
although, in their eagernefs to have the diftilleries 
opened to them, thefe gentlemen have not fcrupled to 
exprels their willingnefs to receive their requifite fup-. 
ply of grain from Britain, can we really credit that they 
would be content to pay the fame price for barley or 
barley-flour, that tfiey now pay to Apierica for good 
wheat or wheaten-flour, an<^ loaded too with a freight 
three or four times as great ? Such a facrifice would 
render the diftilleries indeed a dear bargain. And no 
other plan could compeni^ the farmet for the lofi 
of this market for his barley, for it has been already 
ihewn that he could not fupply the Wefi Indies 
with wheat or with oats, and retain his prefent profit. 

It is plain, then> that the propofed plan of relief, by 
allowing Sugar to be ufed in the diftilleries inftead of 
grain, is inadiniiFible, fetting afide the confideration of 
the injury it would opcafion to the revenue, both as 
l)eing calculated to efFe<5i a partial remedy only, and 
5>s being hoftile to the interefls of other clafTes of 
fociety. — Itis unneceffary to advert to the extenfion of 
this plan to the breweries, which was at one time pro- 
pofed, as ail the preceding objeclions would apply with 
tenfold force to fuch a regulation. 

In concluding what I have to obferve refpeAing this 
meafureyas it is riot impoffible but its policy may be 
again agitated, I beg to fay a fety words in reply to one 
argument in its favour, which tome appears highly 
abibrd. It has been contended, that it is defirable we 
ihooid ufe Sugar inftead of grain in the breweries and 
diftilleries, for the purpofe of rendering unn«^efeflary 
our preient importation of food, the necefSty of which, 
it isfdid, might be produAive of the moft ferious evil, 
on the occurrence of an occafional bad harveft. Now, 
on the contrary, nothing is to me rnpre obvious, than 

that 
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that the very circumftance of our being in the habit of 
importing a quantity-of our food, makes it of great 
importance to us to retain the ufe of grain ifi our 
breweries and diftiileries. What is the reafon that we* 
import annually 900,000 quarters of wheat from the 
Continent and from America ? Not that we do not 
grow grain fufficieiit for our food, for we confume 
upwards of five millions of quarters of barlei^ in our 
breweries and diftilleries : but becaufe our nice palates 
do not choofe to eat bread made of bapley, and our 
produce of wheat is not fufficient for us. Now^ fo long 
9A we continue to demand an annual fupply of c^o,ooo ' 
quarters of wheat from abroad, fo long will this quan- 
tity continue to be produced abroad for us, and we 
(hall obtain it in fpite of every obftacie. In a year of 
occafipoal fparcity, therefore, we fliall ftill receive our 
ufual fupply from abroad, and we havje beiides the 
barley which is now confumed in manufacturing ale 
and fpirits to recur XOy and appropriate as the food of 
man, if neceflity fhall have tamed our pampered appe- 
tites. But what, I a{k> would be our condition, if all 
the grain which we raife were ufed as .the food of man ; 
Jf we ufually received no fupply of food from 
abroad ; and if, thus, iituated, we were afflicted with a 
fcanty crop ; efpecially if to this calamity were fuper- 
added any obftru(Slion of our trade ? Is it not clear 
that on Uiis fuppoiition we might be obliged to endure 
all the horrors of famine? From the danger of "this 
moft dreadful of all evils, our prefent cuftom of railing 
fo much grain which we ufually apply to other pur 
pofes than the food of man, but which can be diverted 
from thefe purpofes and fo applied, when neceflity 
requires, is our mod important fecurity: and fo far 
from its being defirable that we (hould abrogate this 
i^ttflbm^ there could be no p^aa devif<^d which would 

more 
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more efFe<3ually fecure us from the poffibility of 
famine, than to diftil all the fpirits wiiich we coufume^ 
froua ^ur own corn, even thouab I'uch a ineafure 
(hould oblige us to import twice as much gmia as 
we now do. 
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• The fecond mode in point of amportance connedled 
with the homeconfumption of Sugar, which the Weft 
India Planters have propofed as calculated tp relieve 
th^ir diftrefs, is, , 

ji repeal in wf^ole or in part of the additional 
duty of js. per cwt,, which, fmce 1803, ba9 
been laid upon Sugar intended for homt coh* 

- fumption. 

The propofers of this plan contend, that '^ it is ad- 
ding infult to exaftiou to tell the Weft India Plj^nter 
that he does not pay the whole of 7 s. tax per cwt. 
laid on Sugar fince January 1803" ;* and they feem to 
have no doubt but the repeal of this additional tax 
would greatly alleviate their diftreffes. 

However inconvenient it might be to a government, 
like our's, at its wits end for articles of taxajtion, to 
bear the deficit of a tax which produces half a million 
per.annum to the revenue; no liberal mind would deny 
thatfuch a tax ought to be doneaway^ if it really were 
the caufe of the deep and univerfal diftrefs which op- 
preffes the Weft India Planters, or if its cefTation would 
in any confiderable degree tend to alleviate fuch de- 
plorable misfortunes. But I fear the Weft India 
Planters have egregioufly deceived themfelves in em- 
bracing 
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btadlng this hope, which I con6i6iTe a few fimple cohJ^ 
, fiderations'will (how to he altogether a delufion ; and 
at the fame time prove the drtor 6f the fuppbfitioti, that 
the whole of the duty is not really paid by the con- 
fiimer. 

When the home market is greatly over-ftocked with 
any article for which there is fome fale in the foreign 
market, ils price in the former will be regulated by the 
price which can be obtained for it in the latter. This 
^ofition the Weft India Planters explicitly allow* Mr. 
Lowe, fays, " When we are overftocked, our prices fall 
to the low rate at which foreigners can afford to pur- 
chafe, after which they fall no more."* Again he fays, 
^* In fa6l our prices are entirely regulated by what 
the foreigner can afford to give ;"+ and, once more, 
*' The prices of the whole market have been regulated 
by the foreigner's ftandard/'J Now, if the price of 
Sugar in the home market be determined by its price 
abroad) and if its actual fale price to the confumer 
be equal to the price for which it could be fold in the 
foreign market, added to the duty levied upon its 
home confumption ; how, I would aik, can it be 'with 
juftice contended, that the duty is not paid by 'the 
confumer ? Thefe conditions are clearly exemplified 
in the prefent ftate of the Sugar maifkei. The price 
which foreigners will give for Sugar to the Britiih 
Planter is, as Mr. Lowe informs us, from 31s. to 34s. 
per cwt,§ This fixes the home price, which, exclufive 
of duty, is precifely the fame. The coni'umer, in ad- 
dition to this price, pays the duty, which is 27s. per cwt., 
and thus the Sugar which he confumes cofts him 605. per 

^ tJWt. 
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<!Wt How then can the Weft India I^anter preteodf 
that any part of this duty falk on him ? It is not fu£« 
ficient to fay, that he now receives lefs for his Sugar 
than he did before the additional duty was levied. 
This circumilance is occafioned by acaufe altogether 
nnconneAed with the duty— ^by bis imprudent con*-» 
AuA in overflocking the market. To verify the pofi- 
tion^ that ^ny part of the additional 7s. per cwt. duty 
really falls on him, he (hould be able to prove, either^ 
that the home price of Sugar is lefs than the regulating 
foreign price, added to the duty ; that, after paying 
2J 5. per cwt. duty on his Sugar, when the foreign price 
is 3^5., he cannot fell it to the home confumer for 
more than 53 5. :— ^r, that the impofition of this duty 
has diminilhed the hoitie confumption, and thus io- 
dire6);Iy contributed to lower the price. Bctt certainly 
fadb are dire6);ly in oppofition to the former fuppofi* 
tion ; and if we are to ti'uft the accuracy of Sir Wm. 
Young's tables, the cafe is the fame with the latter^ 
for he ftates the home confumpti6n of Sugar to have 
been only 1^483^962 cwt. in 1803^ when the fale price 
was 6js. including duty, and to have been 2,158,636 
ewt. in 1804, when the fale price, including duty, was 
Sos.f Again, if the additional 7 s. duty really fell 
upon the Planter, he would be able to fell his Sugar, 
when this duty was taken off, for the price be now 
obtains of the confumer : that is, if the duty were 
only 20 5. he would ftill be able to obtain of the con- 
fumer 60s. per cwt. for it. But can any man in his 
feni'es believe this ?' Can any man, at all acquainted 
' with the principles on which' the prices of articles de- 
pend, and who admits the truth of Mr. Lowe's poii- 

tions^ 
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iions^ contend that if the duty on Sugar were 2o<^ 
inilead of 27 s., that the price of Sugar to the con- 
fumer would continue at its prefent vM^ ? The Ga- 
zette price is the adual market price of Sugar ; and 
provided the deqiand for this article^hoth in the foreign 
ninrket and the home mafket^ remaintd the fame, the 
Platiter would not receive more than this j>nce for his 
Sugar if the whole 27 s. duty were taken off, nor 
would he receive lefs than this price if the duty were 
doubled. The only way in which an alteration of the 
duty on Sugar confumed at home could affe6): the 
intered of the rlanter, would be by incresifiiig or di- 
minifhing it fo much, as that the demand for Sugar 
fliould be materially leffened oi* increafed : and if tha 
planters cquld prevail up<»n the. Minifter to take off 
the wholfe duty on Sugar, and if this meafure would 
. double the home confuovption, there would be need of 
no other regulation to enable them to obtain their jn (I 
profits. But any one, who i^ aware of the extended 
confumptionof ^'ugarin this country, will be unwilling 
to admit that even a dedudion of the whole duty 
would increafe its confuraption to any inch /rate, as 
to take off the whole of the vaft furplus with which the 
market is now glutted. — It is ufclefs, however, to enter 
into any further difcufiion of this point. We are well 
aflured that the interefts of the revenue will never 
allow the experiment to be made on tlie large fcale,. 
and ilhas been already Ihewn that no trlflino^ diminu- 
tion of the duty, fuch as alone could be hoped for by 
the Planters, would be of anv fervice to them. 

The two foregoing plans are the only ones which, 
as conne<fted with the home confumption of Sugar, it 
U requifite to atten,d to. In addition to thefe modes 
of relief, it has been propofed, in behalf of the Weft 
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India Planters, that the confumption of Hum ihoatd 
he encouraged in the Navy, in preference to that of 
Brandy : and that Coffee ought to be generally fubfti- 
tuled in lieu of the Tea for which we annually pay fo 
much to the Chinefe : but it is plain that neither of 
thefe fubordinate remedies are calculated to cure the 
main diftrefsof the Planter, arifing from a fuperfluity 
of his priraie ftaple, Sugar. So far as they go, there 
can be no great objcdlion to them : though, with re- 
fpeft to the firft, the plan of huying Rum of our co- 
lonies at a higher price than we can purchafe Brandy 
for of our enemies, is not quite confonant with the 
true principles of mercantile policy, which dire6l us 
to buy at the cheapeft: market. And with refpe6l to 
the general ufe of Coffee inftead of Tea, it is abfurd 
to fuppofe that the overthrow of a national habit, fo 
deeply rooted as the ufe of the latter, could be accom- 
plifhed in any reafonable period, fo as to be any alle- 
viation of the exifting diftieffes of the Planter?. 

I proceed to the confideration of the meafures which 
have been propofed for the relief of the Planter, cori- 
ne6led with the augmentation of the exportation of 
Sugar to foreign nations, either direftly from the 
Weft Indies, or after having been firft imported into 
Britain. ' 

The principal of the meafures propofed for increaffng 
the exportation of the furplus of Sugar with whichthe* 
home market is now glutted, is, 

TAe allowance of an additional Bounty on all 
raw Sugar exported. 

\ 

Although a drawback of the whole of the duty 

paid on the importation of Sugar into Britain is allowed 

4 on 
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td^niti^ Exportation; and^ although in addition to ihik,^ 
.bounty ©f 2 s. per cwt. is granted when it h below 40^. 
Gazette price, the fupply of the continental confumeril 
from their own colonies is fo ample, that they will not 
buy of us in any conflderaWe quantity, even at the 
prefent reduced prices. The Weft India Planters^ 
. tberefpre, as a further inducement to enfure their pur- 
chafmg more extenfively, wifli for a ftill higher 
bpunty on exportation, which .they flatter themfelves 
would at the fame time take cfF.the fuperfluity of Sugar 
now in the market, and materially increafe the pried 
of thstt retained for home confumption. — I am not 
certain whether in propofing this plan, the Weft India , 
Planters imagine t|iat any of this bounty would remain 
with them; but I can fcarcely fuppofe they entertain 

* fo abfnrd a hope:. for they muft fee that, if a bounty i^ 
requifite to induce foreigners to purrhafe of uS at th^ 
prefent lo^ prices, this bounty muft go into the pockets 
of the foreign purchafer, not into their's. If the ut- 
moft which the ibreign purchafer will give for a fmall 
quantity of our Sugar is s^s, per cwt, even with the 
temptation of a bounty of 25. per cwt., it is very ob^ 
vions that he would require the whok of any additional 
bounty which the Government could with prudent^ 
allow, to induce him to purchafe more extenfively at 

' the fame prices 

If, then, the allowance of an additional bounty 
would be produx^ive of no direSt advantage to th^ 
Weft India Planters, we may conclude that the fub^ 
fiantial benefit to which they look from this meafure> 
Would proceed from the higher price of the Sugar 

' cbofumed in the home market, which an increafed 
texportation would caufc-^Buty unlefs I am greatly 

^ iniftaken,' they deceive themfelves in fuppofing, either^ 

^ that an ^xtenfive exportation would be tb6 refult of 
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m additional bounty, or, that the price of Sugar m 
the home market would be thereby confideraUy raifedl 
The following are my reafoas for this opinion : 

Our Sugar cannot find a fele in the foreign market, 
vnlefs we offer it at a price lefs than that at which the- 
Sugetr friDm the foreign colonies is fold. A bounty * 
would enable us to offer at tliis^ reduced price ; whiek 
at the firft would induce the foreign merchant to 
order largely from us. But as the foreign market is^ 
amply fupplied with Sugar from other quarters, the 
intrusion of a quantity of Britiih Sugar into this mar* 
ket at a lower price than ufual, would caufe a cefia- 
tion of the ordinary demand for foreign Sugar, and^ 
the price of the latter would fall un4;il it was fold afr 
the fame rate a» Britifh Sugar. When this event had 
tak^n place, which would very fpeeclily take place, — 
when the price of the Sugar, imported firom the French 
and Spanifh Colonies, had fallen ad.k)w in the fopeigil^ 
market as the price of that imported from^ Britain,-^ 
DO more would be imported frook the latter country* 
Our exportation would again ceafe, unldis, for the fake 
of another temporary ftimulus, we chofe to repeat the 
procefs, and again increafe the bounty en exportation* 
If we were fo abfurd as to do this, we might once 
more force the export of a few additional thoufand 
bogfheads of Sugar ; but no other effe6i would in the 
end be produced by this meafure than the one Ihave 
already pointed out. We (houUdeprefs the price of 
foreign Sugar, but fhould ftop far fhort of the point, 
of ridding ourfelves of all the liiperfluity which op-^ 
preffes the home market. 

The bounty would operate alfo in another wa^.t»* 
de&at its own end. Suppofe that an additioiial 
bounty of 51. per cwt. was required, to induce a f^l^ 
«f the idiplfi furplus of oar Sugar in tbe foreign mar^ 
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kfel^ at the prefent price. When the foreign aeitiani 
liad taken 30,000 or 40,000 hogfheads out of the mar- 
ket, the price of Sugar would advance one or two (hil- 
lings per cwt. But if the dedudlion of the Whole of 
5«. per cwt. from the prefent price, (fuppofe 32*.) was 
only fufficienl to induce a demand from the foreign 
market, as foon as iever the price rofe to 34s. the 
foreign demand nioft ceafe. Thus, noincreafeof the 
price of Sugar in the home market, at all adequate 
to what the Weft India Planters fay they ought to 
have, barely to fecure them from lofs, would be ef- 
fefied by a bounty, even if that bounty were fufficient / 
to enfure a demand from the foreign market for the 
whole fuperfluity of our Sugar, at its prefent price. 
If the Weft India Planters were fo few in number 
that they could combine together, and refolve to iell 
to foreigners at 31s. the whole 140,000 hogflieads of 
Sugar for which thereJs no demand at home, for the 
fake of felling in the home market the remaining 
250,000 hogilieads of the import, for the monopoly 
price of 62 s., they would have fome chance of de- 
riving benefit from fuch' a foreign demand. But 
among the members of fo numerous a body no com- 
bination of this kind is pra6^icable. As foon, therefore, 
as ever the foreign demand had taken fo much of the 
fnrplus out of the market as would fuffice to raife the ' 
Remainder a few (hillings per cwt., the export would 
ceafe : no Planter would chbofe to Cell his Sugar for 
315. to the foreigner, when he could obtain 32 s. or 
34*. in the home market; which would thus fiill con- 
tinue glutted and the benefit derived from the bounty 
be of tlie moft trifling defcription.* Although the 

preceding 
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* Id confidering the tneafure of a bounty on the exportation 
#f Sugar* i have viewed it in the light in which the Committee of 
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4>recc(ling arguments^ {hewing the inefficacy of 4k 
.boUatjr as to efre<9:ing any fubllantial relief for the 

Weft 

the Houfe of Commons, and the Weft Ind^a Planters, appear to 
have reg.ii ded it, namely, as intended to incteafe the exportation* 
hy lowering the price to the foreign purchafer : but as Mr. Lowe* 
in treating this fubject, feems to have confidered its efFeft in a 
different point of view, Ithink it neceflfary to advert awhile to 
his ihateraents. He con ten els, that the effef^ of granting a bounty 
on exported Sugar would be to enable the fioreign purcfaaftr to 
buy of us at a pace equal to the prei€nt price and the bounty 
allowed, and thus to raife the price of that portion confumed in 
the home market to the fame height.* And it is from the in- 
crcafcd price in the home m-irket, brought about in this way, 
til it he conceives the Weft India Planters would derive benefit 
from a bounty, the whole of which he contends would go to 
them and not to the foreign purchafer. — But, in forming this 
. opinion as to the effefls of a bounty, two circumftances appear 
to me to have led Mr. Lowe into error, i. He all along feems 
to confider it as an admitted faft, that the foreign demand is 
fufhcient to take off the whole of our furplus of Sugar at its 
prefent low price. This idea I have, I think, already ftiewn to 
be unfounded, and the evidence prefented by Mr. Lowe him-^ 
felf, at page 35 of his work, fully confirms my argument. Wc 
are there told, that in January laft, both Sugar Refiners and 
Weil India Merchants ftated, that the fole reafon wHy the warc- 
houfes were fo loaded with Sugar was, that a fale for it could hot 
be found. —2. Mr. Lowe feems to confider the Stigar which is 
brought to -the foreign market, as having been purchafed for 
fale, at the colonies, by the neutrals who tranfport it, and that 
this quant'ty will not be brought to market if we underfill 
them.; Thus, at page 70, he fays, ** When your prices are fo 
low^ not even the neutrals can ftand in competition with you.'* 
A^in^ at page 81, fpeaking of the efFe6l of a bounty, he 6b- 
: .fervcs, it would enable the foreigner to buy Sugar here ** a» 
. cheap or cheaper than neutrals can afford it.*' Alfo, at page 85* 
rr lie feys, ** The foreign purchafer will buy Sugar, if the price b^ 
one or two (hillings lefs than he- can buy it for from neutrals.** 
But this mode of confidering the conveyance of Sugar from the 
fortlga colofideg to the. coatinental market, is contradicted hy 
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Weft India Planters, are convincing to myfelf, yet as 
their drowning fituation may make tbem defirons of 

trying 

aU the iiatements which have been made on this fubjef^. Tfa* 
TCiy f9imdation ef the arguments employed in ^ War in dif% 
guife/^ as well as of thofe made ufe of by the Weft India 
Planters themfelves, is, that the Americans and the other neu-i 
trals are merely the carriers of Weft India produce from the 
colonies to the mother countries, on account of the Planters of 
thefe colonies cither, reii ding there or at home. Now, as thit 
is the cafe, it follows, that no lowering of our prices, will pre« 
vent any the fmalleft portion of the ufual fupp^ from reaching^ 
the foreign market. The foreign Planter is in precifely the fkm» 
predicament with the Britilh Planter. After fupplyiiig the 
American market, which is now as fully fapplied as it can eyer~ 
be, he muft fend the remainder of his produce to Europe, and 
there fell it for the beft price that he can obtain. The only tfkGtt, 
therefore, which would enfue froin the forced introduf^ion of 
.our Sugar into the foreign market would be, that the fpreign^ 
Planter maft (ink his price to the rate at which the neceifities of 
the Britifh Planter force him, or the grant of a bounty enables 
him to fell at. ITntil this is effected, there i& a temporary de- 
mand for Britifli Sugar in the foreign market: but as ibon as ever 
the foreign Plaater has been obliged to offer his Sugar at as low 
a price as our*s, the demand for Britiih Sugar cctafes, until it Is 
again ftimulated by a further redu^ion of price. This ftate- 
ment fcems to be fully confirmed by fa6ls^ for three years pail 
the price of Sugar has been getting lower every year. In 1S04. 
we could difpofe of the whole of onr furplus Sugar at 5 3 /. The 
next year ^e were forced to take 49 j^ for it. * In December 
« 1806 the price which foreigners would give for our Sugar was 
as Mr.' Lowe infornhs us (page 66) ** 34 a At prefent (he tella 
us) it is aboi\t 3.1 s, f * and even if there had been no intermption 
€>f acceis to the Contlnentj^ it would, I have np doubt, have been 
fiilllower the next year. In fa6k, where a market is confta^tl^ 
overftocked, firft one f^Uer mnft diminiih the price of his artiek^ 
■ . and then theother» until the price is ib low that the min of onei 
cnfuesy and he is driven out of the markety And whether the 
foitign PlftBiter or the Britifli Planter is likeljr t» be the winner 

• Sir Williaffl Young, p.4.9>. 
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trying by experiments what help even fuch a ftrafT; 
may be capable of affording them, I think it n^cef- 
fary, in the fecond place, to point out the grofs im-^ 
policy of granting a bounty on the exportation of 
8ugar, aiyl the injuflice with which fuch a meafure 
"Would be fraught towards the interefts of the rell of 
the community. 

An the alignments which Dr. Smith has urged, with 
fach irrefiftibie force, to combat the policy of bounties 
in general, apply with tenfold propriety to the caf^s 
of the Weft India Planters. Their's is not one of the 
fnftances in which he has allowed that a bounty may 
be fometimes advifable. They do not a(k for it to 
fupport a manufacture yet in its infancy, which pro- 
mifes, if cherifhed in its firft milage of debility, fpeedily 
to arrive at a maturity that will no longer require fup- 
port. On'the contrary, they aflc for a bounty to en-* 
courage a loflng trade, which, moft affuredly, will 
never be otherwife than lofing. They wi(h that an 
annual tax of .£.300,000 or of. 400,000 ibould be laid 
upon the community, for the purpofe of being given 
to our enemies, to induce them to takeoff their bandi 

a fuperfluity 
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in fuch an unequal gamef, I leave any reafonable mairto judge.— • 
In consequence of thcfe two grand errors, which appear tome to 
•pervade the whole of Mn Lowe's reafoning on the Aibjedk of 
bounties, I am led to believe that the conclufion whi^h he bat 
dmwn, relative to the direft advantage which the Planter would 
receive from this meafurc, is altogether unfounded, even though 
the Government were to be fo imprudent as to grant the mon^ 
ilrous bounties of j 8/. or 12/. per cwt, wl\ich he has propofed. 
And with refpeft to the indm^ advantage which alone tii# 
Planters could poffibly receive from a bounty, nothing which 
Mr. Lowe has advanced has at all convinced me of the fallacy 
of the argiunents by which I have above n^aintaiaed an opooiit^ 
opinion, ^ 
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« fepeffluity of Sugsir ; in order that the rerj isoin* 
aiuBity who have paid this tax may be made to pay 
twice the fum that they now pay for the Sugar which 
ibey tbemfelves coiifume.* That a trader fliould 

wifli 



* Mr. Lowe takes much pains to |>rove that the grant of a 
bounty en exported Sugar would not be^ <' as ibme imagine, to 
enable foreigners to uie Sugar at 6 /.a twt. lefs than our owa 
countrymen** (page 66) ; and that the plan of a bounty ^ is not 
for the foieigner^s benefit but for our own** (pa|^ 73) I ^uid I 
confefs, if he can make it appear more clearly than he h^s yet 
done, that the foreign purchafers will be contented without rt* 
ceiving any of this bounty, in that cafe we (t^ not be taxing 
•urfelves for the purpofe of bribing foreigners to take our Sugar 
at lefs than prime «oil. The injuidice of this meafure will then 
be, that tlie community are taxed on the Sugar which they con* 
fume, in order that the Weft India Planters may receive a pro- 
fitable price furplus upon a quantity which they have no occa* 
^on for. Mr, Lowe fays. There would be no hardfhip in the plan 
which he propofes, *vix. " to lay an additional tax on the home 
confumer, who has {o long poilbifed an undue advantage in the 
price of Sugar; and from that tax to provide a fund for a bounty 
•n export," (page 73). But, in my mind, never was a plan 
much more oppreffive propofcd. Whom has the Weft India 
Planter to thank for the ** undue advantage in the price of Su« 
gar, which the home confumer has fo long pofleflTcd ?" Himielf, 
by glutting the market. The home confumer cannot object to 
pay fuch a price for bis Sugar as will leave a profit to the Waft 
India Planter ; but furcly he may w ith juftice object to pay a 
profit to the Planter upon Sugur for tbeufe of foreigners. What 
ihould we (ay, if, when the cotton manufaflurers have glutted 
both the home and foreign market with xottons, they were to 
propofe that a tax would be laid upon the hotr.e confump^ion of 
this article, in order to aiford them a profit upon what they 
were before obliged to export at a lofs ? Yet exactly a fimilar 
propoial is Mr. Lowe*S| of laying a tax of Zs, per cwt. on all 
Sugar confumed at home, in order to give the Planter 16 1. per 
cwt. on all Sugar exported.— I may here obfervc that Mr. 
jJowc*s calculations^ as to the fum whi^h the bounty he propofes 

p 4 would 
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yrifh to have his juft profit is very leeafonable ; but what 
Iho^ld we think of the raodefty of a trader, whoftioulcl 
fiik his cuftomers to tax themfelves, in order that they 
might be made to pay a double price for the articles; 
which they bought of him? Precifely fuch a pro- 
pofal is that 6f the Weft India Planters for a bounty .^ 
* And if its injuftice to other branches of the com* 
iltiunity be fo glaring, its. impolicy is equally obvious. 
It is at all times highly impolitic to continue to pro- 
duce an article which is fold for lofs at liome, but the 
folly becomes tenfold when it is propofed to fupply 
pur enemies even with that article at 30 or 40 per cent* 
lefs than it cofts us to bring it into exiftence. The . 
Weft India Planters fiate, that when they obtai» 
32 J. per cwt. for thei^ Sugar, they lofe 35. or 4s. per 
^wt. by it. The nation has already agreed to give a 
bounty of 25. per cwt. on all Sugar exported. It, 
therefore, at prefent fuftains a lofs of 5/. or 6j. 9 cwt*, 
on all the Sugar which foreigners buy of tfs. And the 
Weft India Planters now propofe, that an additional 
bounty of 5 J. or 6s. per cwt. fliould be granted ; mak- 
ing the whole Jofs to the nation, on every cwt. of 
gugarexportedj lOJ. or 1 2 s., equal to 40 per centj^ 

or. 



would coft the revenue, are by no means accurate. He ftatcs at 
page 79, on the authority of the Weft India Report, that more than 
two-thirds of our whole import are ronfumed m Britain and 
Ireland j whereas at page |8 he ftates, from the fame authority; 
that eur home cohfumption of the 280*000 hogfheads imp<Mtecl 
IS only 170,000, which wants 16,000 hogiheads of^ beiiig barely 
jwo-thirds of the whole import So that a tax of 8/. per cwt. on 
the home con fumption would be fhort of flnmiihing i6i. per cwt. 
on the export by £, 260,000. Again, at page 79, he calculates the 
export at only 1,000,000 cwt., whereas the leaft export reqiiire4 
U ftated to be iiOiOOO hogiheads, which, at J3 cwt.«ch>aB^ 
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or^ ia other words^ they wi(h that a bounty (hould ba^ 
* eftabliflied for encouraging a trade^ by which the na- 
tion will lofe from «£.30. to ^.40. on every hundred 
pounds worth of Sugar which it exports ! What amaz-> 
ing opacity inuft dim the eyes of that man who, hav- 
ing taken this view, the only proper view in which the 
iiibjedl can be coniidered, (hall dill contend that a 
bounty on the exportation of Sugar is advifable ! 

I have thus (liewn that on every confideration an 
liicreafe of the bounty on the exportation of Sugar is 
inadmiilible. Not a farthing of it would direSli/ enter 
the pgclcets of the Weft India Planters ; and it would 
completely fail mindire^lif relieving their diftrefs, by 
taking oS the prefent furplus^and increaiing the price 
of Sugar materially at home. And if it cbuld produce 
Jthele effedls, its adoption would be utterly inconfiftent 
with a regard to juftice towards the reft of the commu- 
nity, and to all the acknowledged principles of mer- 
pantile policy 1; 



V 

The next of the meafures propofed for the relief of 
the Weft India Planters to which I ihall attend, and 
which is, in fa6^, that upon which they have placed 
the greateft hope as an efficacious remedy for their 
fimbarraflment, \sy 

Tht blockade of tHe French and Spanijh co^ 
tonics of M^rtpiiqi^j^ Guadaloupe, Cuba, and 
Porto Rico. ' ' 

Ti^E Weft India Planteits> ^ I have before obfervedj^ 
^verting their face from the real caufe of their diftrefsji^ 
gamely, their continuing to grow Sugar for the fupply 
fS ^ depiaQd yrhich QO longer ^ifts^ moft nnjuftly lay 

.." '■"■ ■ "■■■"■ ■ • ^^ 
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ibeir calamities at the door of the foreign Planters 
and American (hip-owners; as though the former 
had not as much right as themfelves to caltivate their 
property^ and the latter eqnal liberty with, as to carry 
goods for thofe who will pay them the higheft freight. 
Taking this mod prejudiced view of the fuhjedlj they 
have propofed^ as a mean of preventing thefe irregular 
pradlices^ as they term them^ that the principal iOands 
of our enemies Oioald be placed in a ftate of blockade; 
which fiep^ by hindering all accefs of foreign produce 
to Europe^ woald again give us the monopoly of the 
continental market. Outragequfly hoftile as the chri& 
tian or the moralift muft deem fuch a procedure to 
every principle which he is accuftomed to reverence, 
it is not in this point of view that I am about to con-^ 
fider this plan. The laws of war have little to do with 
either religion or morality^ and if the WefL India 
Planter can (hew that this meafure'is practicable, and 
that it will permanently relieve his diftrefs^ I (hould 
deem it a wafie of time to offer any arguments againft 
it. But all that I have feen advanced on this topic 
has failed to convince me either of its pra<9icability 
or of the permanency of its effect ; and I fliall at 
briefly as poffible ftate my reafons for believing, ift, 
that it is impra6licable ; and 2d^ if practicable, that it 
is not only not at all likely to relieve the difirefl'es or 
the Planters for any length of time, but» in fa6l, that 
after st certain period it would plunge them into ten* 
fold milery. 

In confidering the prafticability of this plan, we 
muft inquire what mejinmg the Planters affix to the 
terra " blockade." If they take it in the lienfe in which 
pther nations contend it Ihould be underftood, and 
mean that we are to farround the French and'SpaniQi 
colonies With armed vefTelsj fo as effeCiually to prevent 
lo all 
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all communication with them, there is Qot need ot 
another word to ihow that fuch a projcifl is altogether 
iinpra<5ticable. For, can any man believe that we caa 
fpare fliips and failors iufficient to cut off efFedUiallj^ 
all naval communication with feveral thoufana milot 
of coaft> when fuci^ golden temptations will be ofTeredt; 
to run every rilk in deceiving the flri6te(l vigilance ? 

If, on the other hand, the term " blockade" is U^ 
receive that convenient meaning which we have fomeir 
times affixed to it; — if it is to be underftood, that our 
mere declaration, that the French and Spanifh Weft 
India iflands are blockaded, is to be fufficientautho^^ 
rity to our fliips of war to capture every Americad 
laden with ^V^eft Indian produce wherever met witb« 
—-then, this meafure will certainly claim a greater 
fliare of pradiicability. For fuch a " blockade" (or 
imore properly fyftem of piracy) would undoubtedly 
enable us to throw great impediments in the way of 
the prefent inlercourfe of foreign nations with their 
colonies; and (ilthougb we could not wholly prevent 
their receiving fupplies from them, we fhould fo much 
incr^afe the rifk of^transfer, that the price of Sugar 
would be greatly enhanced. But a queftion here na- 
turally prefents itfelf : — though fuch a " blockade'* 
plight be in part effectual, would it be advifable ? The 
annunciation of fuch 9. novel definition of the term 
would moft afluredly plunge us at once into war with 
America ; and I fubmit it to the determiqation of 
thofe Weft India Planters, who fo highly eftimate the 
value of their demand for fiv^ millions of our produce 
and manufadures, whether it would be politic, for the 
fake of retaining 'dportion of this trade, that we (hould 
take a ftep which would deprive us of a cuftbmer thai; 
p,unually C9nfumes ten millions of our produce! 

But Ipt us confxder this weafwe as to the permd- 

Xiencj 
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iicncy of the relief which is expeiSl^d from it. Let ai^ 
make, the i'uppofition^ that the blockade of ourenemiesi 
colonies would eSe&uMy exclude their produce from 
the European market^ and thus give us the monopoly 
of this market; and moreover let us make the incon- 
gruous fuppofition, that the affecftion of the Americans 
towards us is fo Jong-fuiferkng, as that a meafure 
which wpuld fubjeft half their (hips to detention^ and 
annihilate the mod profitable part of their trade> would 
not lead th^m to quarrel with us. 'Then, let us inquire 
whether any'permanent rtlief would refult to the Weft , 
India 1 Janters from this meafure. I fear, on the con-^ 
trary, that we (hall find it would be in the end a griev- 
ous aggravation of their misfortunes. 

Though a blockade of the enemies colonies mi^ht 
prevent their produce from being fenl to Europe, yet 
even the Weft India Planters themielves will fcarcely 
be fo fanguine as to expeiS): that this meafure would 
deftroy the means of creating this produce, A blockade 
of Cuba would not kill all the negroes on the ifland r 
it would not overwhelm its fugar works in ruins, or 
convert its fertile '^ brickmould foil" into barren fand* 
Its Planters might be in great diftrefs indeed, but our 
own experience has told us, that they would not have 
the power of withdrawing tiieir capital from the bufi- 
nefs in which it is invefted. Haying no market for 
Sugar, they would ceafe to grow it ; they would em- 
ploy their negroes in raifitig the food which America 
liad formerly fupplied them with, from their now de- 
ferted fugar plantations; and they would carefully 
keep up the buildings neceflary for its manufacture,, 
in hopes of better. times. As foon as ever, therefore 
thefe better times arrived — a3 foon as ever the fup- 
pofed blockade ceafed— or, in other words, as foon as 
neace once mq^e Wefled the natioq# of Europe, the 

coldaie% 
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icolomes of France and Spain would be able fully tOr 
fupply their mother countries with the fame amou{|k 
of produce which they now export. In one ),ear after 
the conclufion of peace, as much Sugar would beraifed 
from thefc colonies as they now grow, even though for 
three or four years before they had not produced 4i,n 
ounce. Where- then, I alk, would be the permanency 
of the relief which the Weft India Planters would 
derive from this meafure ? It might relieve them i;i- 
•deed- for a few years, but tlie moment that event ar- 
rived, for which* of all the mercantile clafs, they are 
nioft loudly calling; the moment peace was concluded 
with France and Spain, the flood of evils which now 
opprefs them, augmented by l?eing dammed up for a 
few years, would return upon them uilh redoubled 
violence^ and in a Ihort period overwhelm them with 
its fury. 

Indeed, not ©nly would the propofed blockading 
fcheme fail of effefting any permanent benefit for the 
Planters ;; it would, in the end, vaftly aggravate their 
^diftrefles.. ' * » ^ 

They themfelves jufily attribute a large pprtion of 
their prefent evils to the encouragement which tlie 
high prices of 1798 held 011 1 to the extended cultiv^a- 
tion of the conquered Dutch colonies of Demerara and 
Surinam* And are they fo ignorant of human nature, 
. have they gained fo little knowledge from their woful 
. experience, as to believe that fuch a repetition of the 
high prices of 1798, as the monopoly of the European 
market would confer, would not again produce the 
fame effed); f If fpeculators, notwithfianding the un- 
certainty of our tenure at that period, lured by die 
chance of high profits, in a few years invefted in tlie 
cultivation of thefe. iflands the vaft fum of eighteen 
« AiUioos^ do ibe^ flatter Uiemfelves that other fpeciH 

lators 
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lators would not be iadoced, by the fame temptation^ 
Eagerly to embrace an opportunity of eqploying^ a 
capital equally large^ now that moft other commercial 
avenuesi are clofed i And have they fuciv confidence 
in the prudence of their own body^ as to be fure that 
monopoly prices would not again^ as in 1 798, caufe an 
cxtenfion of cultivation inyour own iflands of Jamaica^ 
Tobago, St. Vincent's, Grenada, and Trinidad, all of 
which we are toW by Sir Wm. Young*, are capable 
of ftirther cultivation ?— If, then, there is every proba- 
bility that the re-acquifition of the monopoly of the 
European Sugar market w«uld augment the produc- 
tion of this fubftance both in the iflands which we 
have conquered and in our own pofleffions, what can 
be more plain, than that the refioration of peace, which 
would deftroy this monopoly — which would reftore 
Demerara and Surinam to our enemies with viftly 
increafed means of produ6lion^ and would find their 
own colonies Cuba, Martinique, Porto Rico, and 
Guadaloupe, ready, the momQpl a market was opened 
to them, amply to fupply that market — ^what, I fay^ 
can be more obvious, than that the benefit of fucb a 
monopoly would exift during war only, and that the 
return of peace would plunge I he Weft India Planters 
into diftreffes, comparet? with which thofe they now 
endure are trifling and infignificant. 

If, therefore, the Weft India Planters can perfuade 
the nation, that it will be for its intereft to wage uni« 
verfal and eternal war, by all means let them endea- 
vour to reprocure a monopoly of the European market 
by the blockade of the enemies colonies. But if, as 
they profefs, they are convinced that peace is impe- 
rioufly demanded both by their individual and the na- 
tional 

* W^ft-lndia Common-place Book, p, av ' 
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Konat intereft^ let me entreat them to take warning by 
their former experience, aitd ftedfalUy to'fet their faces 
againft the adoption of a meafure, which will render 
that bleffing to the reft of the world a horrible curie 
lo them. 

The laft mode of relieving the diftrefles of the Wefi 
India Planters, the propofal of which has come witbiA 

my knowledge, is, to grant them 

\ ■ , 

Permiffion to export their Sugar to Amerkw 
and the continent of Europe ^ without Jirjl im* 
porting it into Britain* 

Bt the Navigation A<9s, the Weft India Planters are 
-prohibited from exporting their produce to any other 
place than Britain, and from employing for its coa<« 
veyance thither, any other thf^n Britifh {hips. Thefe 
regulations have fo];;fome time been ilightly relaxed, 
fo far as to permit the fale of a certain quantity of mo- 
laiTes and rums to the Americans, in return for the 
articles which the colonies receive from them ; and, 
from 1738 to i77i> Sugar was allowed to be exportect* 
dire<SUy to any part of Europe in Britilh (hips. The 
planters, with great truth, urge, that their fituation at 
prefent is more painful than at the period when this 
permiffion was granted, and that now, therefore, when 
the fupply of Sugar is fo much greater than the home 
demand, and when its importation and re-eKportatioa 
fo greatly enhances its price, it is birt juft that a fimilar 
lelaxation from the ufual ftri^hiefs of our Navigation 
Laws (hould take place, atid that they fhould be per-^ 
mitted to export their fuperftuity of Sugar direAlj t^ 
ib« b^ft market. 

If, 
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If, which they do not clearly explain^ the Weft 
India Planters would be content with being allowed to 
export their Sugar in Britijk ihips, I do not fee that 
any objei^ion whatever could be urged againft fuch an 
indulgence, which could not in the leaft injure the in« 
tereft of the fliip-k>wner8. But if, on the contrary, as 
is mod .probable, they aim at obtaining free permiflSoa 
to fell their produce to the Americans, or any other 
powers, with leave for the purchafers to traufport it 
in their own veffels, in that cafe ferious obftacles 
would oppofe the acquifition of their deiire. Such an 
additional innovation in the Navigation A^% already 
neceiFarily fo ranch relaxed in limp of war, would be 
zealowfly oppofed by «11 who regard tlieftridi niaiqte- 
jiance of thefe a6is as eflential to oijr national falva- 

■ tion : and the large body of fliip-owners would actively 
fet their faces againfl anieafurewhich would fo greatly 

. aggravate the prefentdepreffedltate of their property. 
They would contend, that their intereft is far more 
clofely bound up with that of the nation, than the in- 
tereft of the Weft India Planters; and that the latter, 
having fo long enjoyed a favourable monopoly of the 
home market, could have no right to be releafed from 
the impried conditions on which that monopoly was 
granted, now that their own imprudence had rendered 
it unfavourable.-'— Amidft fuch a jarring of oppoftte in- 

, tecefts, it is fcarcely probable that fo extenfive a relax- 
ation of the prefent reftriclions would be conceded. 
Without, however, decidedly exprefting my opinion 
whether fuch a meafure would be confiftent with a 
due regard for national policy. and individual intereft, 
I ftiall ftate the reafons which weigh with me to be- 
lieve, that the Weft India Planters are deceived, in 
Vpe6ling that either one plan or the other, of unre- 

firained 
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firaitiiecl ^port from the colonies, would afford them 
eflential and permanent relief. 

1. With refpe^ to the fii-ft plan.— Much need not 
be faid to prove that the mere permiilion to export 
Sugar. dire6l to America, or the European continent, in 
Britifli veflels, would not yield any material relief to 
the diftreifes of the Planters. Such a conceflion would 
by no' means enable them to convey their Sugar at 
the fame cheap rate with neutrals. Tliey would fave, 
indeed, the expenfe of 5 s. or 6s. per cwt. incurred 
by Gommifiion, 8cc. in Britain, and the freight on re- 
export from thence to the Continent ; but the freight 
atid infurance by BritiQi veflfels to the continent of 
Europe would be as much as to Britain, and as they 
are at this time nearly twice as much as by American 
veffels, fuch a fmall dedudion as the above would be 
far fliortof enabling the Britifh Planters to enter on 
competition with thofe of the foreign colonies. 

3. . But let us inquire more fully, in the fe<;ond place, 
whether free permiffion to export their produce to any 
place in dny veflels, would be likely materially and per- 
manently to better the condition of the Weft India 
Planters : for, if this queftion be refolved in the nega- 
tive, it is unnecelTary todifcufs the preceding head more 
largely. 

The Planters muft expe<5l to derive advantage from 
this measure either diredfy, by its enabling them to 
fell the whole of their Sugar f6r a profitable price ; or 
mdire&/y, by its taking off the furplus which now 
gluts the BfitiAi market at prime cbft, or a fmall lofs, 
and thus enhancing the value of that which is fold at 
home. — Let us inquire, firft, whether there is any 
profpedl that that portion of their Sugar which they 
woKld fell to the foreign purchafer could be fold for 
a profit/ 

E The 
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The expenfe c^ producmg n hnndtud weight of 
Sugar in the Weft India iilatids 13 ftated to be equal 
to 20 «. 10^. in Jaipaica^aqd to 19 s. 6d. in the other 
iHands. As Jamaica produces above one baJf of all 
the Sugar returned by tlie Britifti colonies, /wre may 
fairly call the average prime coft of a cwt* of Sugar in 
the Weft Indies 20 «. 6d. If, therefore, the Planter 
fells at this price, be fells witbout profit ; if be fell» 
for l^fs, he fells for lofs. The price nrhicb he would 
be able to obtain frow the foreign pur^bafer, would be 
regulated by ih^ price at which the foreign Plaiiter 
can afford to fell, and muft be always fomejtbicg 
lower than ^his ; for it mjift be cooftantly borijie in 
mindi that the foreign colonies nearly, if not, entirely, 
fupply the demand of the Contine)nt,and confequently, 
to procure a fale there for an additional 140,000 hogf" 
heads, we muft offer ^t a price lower than their's. 
What now is the price at which the foreign colonies 
i^t prefent fell their Sugar ? To determine this, we 
muft confider tliat the highefi price which the conti* 
nentai market will give us for any coniiderable por- 
tion of our Sugat is about 30 s. per cwt. They are 
fupplied therefore at a rate a little higher in their own 
colonies. Let us call the coft of their owa Sugar 32 «. 
Of this we maiy fairly reckon 10 s. as the amount of 
freight, infurance^ conxmiifioti, &c. on its conveyance 
to Europe; 225. per cwt^, therefore, is about the 
price at which, from the data we have to go by, we 
way eftimate that the Sugar of foreign colonies is fold 
m the colonial market. Now as (his is only is, 6d. 
per cwt. above.the prime coft of our Sugar, is it not 
incontrovertible, that if the Weft India Planters ex* 
peA to fell in the colonies any confiderable portion of 
^heir fnrplus Sugar to continental buyers, they muft 
be content to fell it at prime coft, or at a lofsi — ^Even if 
I we 



^c-Tupppfeihat jtbe price 9f Sugar ip the^^iteigii dp- 
Ipnies 1$ iqore than ^2^^«y t^at jit i^ 265. pef cv^t. fot 
in^^pce, yet the iutrjodudjijpn of pur fwrpju? 3ug^? 
intotfie copfmiep^aj ipiar]fet,.a^ that njarkiei; has up 
de^j^yid ft?r fucji an a^Jditjon^ quai?ti^y> wopld by pp 
ipjsans enjible p^ tp obtain tbi$ price : the cpflapetitioit 
in ^be ovprfl:ppfv'^4. jacket ^'puld, on ^be cpqtrfiry^. 
prob^ly lower fb^ pripe 5 s. or 65. percvvt. Th^ 
foreigp J^^^pJi^r wqu)4, in ppnfequepc;e,pbtain lefs thajji 
fprp^efly fpr bif S^lgar, but tlie Britifti Weft Jndig^ 
^Pl^ter %oi^\4 pot pht^n fpore : sfnd wlipp \y.e take ipb? 
accojupt tiifi yaftly grea^r fertility of tb^ foreign colo- 
iji^g tb§n <iif Qiur's^ and the pr9bability th^t a confidera:^ 
ble porjlpq of .tb^ prjqe pi^vf.c^btaiaed for their produpp 
is prpfit^ w,Q^ld tbe foreign Flanl;er§^ I with to a^kj ot 
the Sniift \YeQ, India Plai^ters* be beft ?tble to bear 
ijie r^ttjlt; of fuch a c;paipetit^9n, or to drive their 
QoippeUt-prs put of the aiar|[^^t i 

It doe3 Qot appiear Jijiely, then, that the moljt i^n* 
coni^rAip^d freedon;i pf S»\^ and of tranfpprt from the 
Sritiih cplpnies woul^ ^m^\^]^ the Wei); India Planter^ 
to fell thf ir prefent fiiperfluity of Sugar in tb.e foreigp. 
marl^et fpr a prpfit; and as the reafoi^ing pn whi^b 
this fupppfittion is grounded! is fo very obvious, it is 
natural topopclucle th^t they exppft to deriye benefit 
from this ro^aiure, H'hicb Jbey value fo very highlyji 
chiefly by it? offering theqi a mode of gettipg more 
cafily rid of the j'urplus of Sugar which now gluts the 
Britifli piftrket, pnd thus of obtaining a higher price 
for the remaining quantity confumed.a,t home. Ai> 
9pplica(ipn> however, qf the jeafoning eipplpyed rela- 
tive to tbeeffeclof abpunty pn the exportation of Sqga^r 
to this cafe, will fliow, that th^ Weft Indi^ Planters 
Qre deceived in expedling relief from this ipo(Je qi 
9l^ratipn of the rneafure npw under cpniid^ration* ^ 

B a If 
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If Ihe Weft India Planters formed a corporate body,' 
whofe concerns, like thofe of the Eaft-India Company/ 
were managed by half a dozen Dire6iors, it would be 
very praiHcable for them to refolve to fell their fuper- 
fluity of 140,000 hogflieads of Sugar for prime coft, or' 
a lofs, to foreigners, for the fake of railing adequately 
the price of the remaining 150,000 hogfheads con- 
fumed at home ; and their intereft might be greatly 
promoted by fuch a facrifice ; for it would douhtlefe 
be far mote profitable to an individual Planter to fell 
half the produce of his plantation at prime coft, or a 
fmall iofs, in the foreign market, and the remaining 
half for ten per cent, profit at home,^rather than to 
fell the whole, as he now does, in the home market, 
for lofs. But, as the Weft India Planters are not in- 
corporated into a trading company, but form a nunfe- 
rousunconnedledbody of men,whofe interefts are often 
oppofite, it is impoffible that any combination for the 
government for the wholfe can be entered into ; each 
individual muft be left to his own judgment, in ma- 
naging his affairs as he deems it beft for his intereft« 
Now it is this ifolated condition of the Weft India 
Planters which prefents an infuperable bar to their at- 
tainment of any confiderable advatitage from permif-^ 
fion to fell their Sugar in the iflands ; for as the 
foreign price muft be a lofing one, or one without 
profit, no Planter will fell for this price if he can ob-* 
tain a better. But the moment the firft fupply of the 
foreign market has prevented the glut which now de- 
preffes the home market, the latter will rife fo as to 
be more profitable than the fof-eign. When this has 
enfued, however fmall may be the diflTerence of profit^ 
no more will be fold for the foreign market. Eveiy 
one will be anxious to fend his produce to the prp- 
filable home mdrket,^ which will fpeedily again be 
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glutted. Thus the pricq of Sugar will be coDtioually 
yacillating, fometimes a little higher in the home 
market than in the foreign market^ and fometimes a 
little lower ; but^the price in the former will be evi- 
dently governed by that in the littter^ aud can never 
rife much higher. — An illuilrative example will render ' 
this reafoniugmore clear. Let us fuppofe that from 
the 1 ft of next January permifGon were granted to the 
Weft India Planters to fell any quantity of their Sugar 
in the iflands to foreign pi^chafers ; and that at that 
time the utmoft which the foreign purchafer would 
give was the prime coft price of 20 s. 6d, per cwt.; 
while at home Sugar was ftill at the loftng price of 
.35s. We can have no hefitation in deciding to which 
market the Weft India Planter would give the pre* 
ference. He would undoubtedly fell his produce to 
the foreign purchafer. Soon^ however, the abftrac- 
tion of 50,000 or 60,000 hogflieads of Sugar from the 
ufual fupply of the home market would raife the price, 
and it would be fold at home, probably, for the barely 
profitable price of 40 s. When once this had enfued, 
can we fuppofe that any Planter in the Weft Indies 
would continue to facrifice his individual intereft for 
the public good. Would he not eagerly fend his Sugar 
to the home market; which offered him a profit of 2 5. 
or 3 s. per cwt, ratlier than fell it in the foreign 
market. at prime coft? Every one, therefore, would 
now export hi$ Sugar to Britain. A glut in the home 
market would follow. Sugar would again fall to its 
former price ; and this vibratory procefs would be 
conftantly repeated, without ever permitting it to 
reach that point which the Weft India Planter has a 
rigbt to expe€t, and which he would obtain if the 
market we^e not overftocked. 

£ 3 Viewing 
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Vleti^ing iht propofal, of tlllbwihg the ffie export rf 
Sugar ftota the colonies, in this light, it leems to havfe 
little daini to the title of a pansteca for the deep-rooted 
evils of the Weft India Pltotets. But it is poffible that 
the propdfef s of this meafare may h^vfe invfeftigated it4 
tonfequerices ttiofe flarrowly than I have done. They 
th'dy perhaps be able to prove; by documents not within 
Jny reach, that a foreign market for the whole of th6 
lurplus of their Sugar cart be found, fufBcietltly profit- 
able to enfure' an adequfttd price on the tdtal produce 
offered for fale.-^Fot the fdke, then, of exr^mining th6 
fubjed); in all its bearings, let us for a. moment adopt 
this, to me, I confefs, itioft itnprobable ftlppofitiod, 
tet us take it for granted, that, at the prefent time, the 
foreign Sugar ttiarket, unlike all other markets, has a 
yearly demand for 140,000 hogftieads of Sugar at d 
certain price^ though it has little or no demand fot 
ihem at a few Ulillihgs above that ^rice;— that it will 
buy of us in the colonies our furplus of Sugar kt 24s. ot 
si58. per cwt. a price which will leave a profit to th^ 
Planter, though it will not take d quarter pf this furplui 
off our. hands, kt 358*. if brought to Europe: — ^and 
having made thefe concefjiotis, let us inquire, whethef, 
if fuch were the ftate of things, there is any profpeft 
that in future we fhould be able to retain a foreign de^ 
inknd for Aich a quantity of otir produce* For, if not, 
the Weft India Plantei^ themfelves will fcarcely pui 
any high value upon a meafure which pro^ifes to 
relieve them for a year or two only, and then threaten)^ 
to leave them in t flate as deplorable aa ever. 

If there be at prefent a demand in the foreigrt 
market for 140,000 hogfheads of our Sugar, it muft b^ 
ja confeqnence of a deficit to this extent from thd 
foreign colonies. The queftion then is, whether thi6 
fomga jpplonies we or we not likely before long fblly 
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Xxs fupply this deficiency at a price lower than we can; 
for, whenever this is the cafe, wefhall be furely driven 
from the njarket. Now when the adv^intages enjoyed 
by the Planters of the Spanifli colbnies alone are 
conttaftedwith thofe of the BritiftiWeft India Planters, 
it will be evident that in no .long period of tim^ the 
former muft amply fupply the continental market 
with all the Sugar it cati poffibly confame, at a price 
lower than the latter can afford to fell for. — In the 
Britifti Weft India iflands, all the land in cultivation 
has been purchafed at the high rates of <£.30, £-50^ 
or even ,£.100 per acre. In theextenfive and fertile 
colonies of Cuba and Porto Rico, on the contrary, the 
Spaniards, taught a better policy than heretofore, by 
Buonaparte, purfue the fyHem which they formerly 
adopted for the cultivation of Trinidad, and grant 
^' cedulas" or allotments of land'for little or nothing, 
to ati}^ new fettlers who have a fufficient number of 
flaves to cultivate them. — In the Britifti Weft Indies, 
cattle and raules, timber for mill-work and other pur- 
pofes, which form a large portion of the expenfes of a 
plantation, are purchafed at high rates from America: 
while the partly-unclaimed Spanifli iflands fully fupply 
themfelves with the latter articles^ and they have ap- 
propriated ground to the breeding of cattle, whence 
they are furniflied at a cheap rate with thefe ufeful 
animals.' — In the Britifti Weft India iflands, no more 
flaves are to be imported^* ahd if we are to'believe the 
reprefentations of the Planters, the exifting number 
cannot be kept up, and, confequently, the abolition of 
this horrible traffic will make the expenfes of culti- 
vating Sugar ftill greater than at pfefent. Whereas 
we have n« reafon to flatter burfelves that the Spa- 
niards will imitate us in facrificing intereft at the altar 
of humanity; and they ^ill therefore bfe able to pur- 

B4 ^'haf« 
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chafe all the (laves 'they have occafion for, at a price 
lefs th?iu ever, now that our competition is withdrawn 
from the flave market. — Without enumerating, there* 
fore, any minor advantages which nqqueftionably arc 
enjoyed by the Spanifli colonies, the mere ftatement 
of thefe three important ones is fufficient to convince 
any reafonable man, that if it were the fa<5l, that the 
foreign demand for Sugar is not at prefeut fatisfied 
from the foreign colopies, thefe colonies alone, with- 
out adverting to the poflible increafe from the French 
colonies, would, in the courfe of a very (hort period, 
am^ply fupplj the whole of this demand at a cheaper 
rate than the Britifli Weft India Planters poflibly. 
could. 

^ But it is not the probable increafed fupply from 
the^ Spanifli colonies folely that threatens fpeedily to 
drive the Britifh Weft India Planters out of the con-* 
tinental market, if indeed they have any footing in that 
market ;-— it muft be remembered, that the vaft and 
exuberant ifland of St, Domingo, which for many 
years has not exported any produce, will, before any 
long period haselapfed, either under the dominion of 
a black chief, or once more of France, again raife a 
large quantity of Sugar, and offer it to European pur- 
chafers at a rate perhaps lower than any other Weft 
India colony. Formerlj',. this ifland fupplied Europe 
with 1 14,000 hogflieads of Sugar: what reafon is there 
to fuppofe that, in the courfe of a few years, it will 
not, again raife an equal if not a greater quantity? 
The negroes, after a term of anarchy and confuiion, 
feem to be reduced under the fubje(Slion of a defpotic 
chief; perhaps the only form of government that 
in their prefent Situation they are fit for. They 
will foon return to the occupation of cultivating 
th^ foil: and the newspapers inform us^ that large 
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quantities of coffee have already been purchafed of 
them.— -If it be urged^ that the want of c{q)ital will 
prevent the negroies from iinderfelling the BritUh 
Planter ; I anfwer^ that the natural advantages of the 
ifland will more than compenfate,for this deficiency: 
which indeed jwill not be confiderable^ iince the culti* 
vation of land in St. Doiningo does not require the 
greater part of the capital eifential to a Britilh Planter^ 
namely^ that expended in the puirchafe of land and of 
flaves. — ^On the beft authority, we learn, that while the 
average produce of the Sugar plantations in Jamaica 
is but half a hogfhead per acre, in St. Domingo, fo 
fuperior is its fertility, the average produce per acre, 
when in pofleffion of the French, was one and a half 
hogfhead per acre,* Now, can it be fuppofed that 
the Sugar of St. Domingo, produced by free labourers^ 
upon land which has coll little or nothing, and whicb« 
with the fame labour, will yield three times as much 
as the largeft of our iflands, oouldnot be afforded ibr a 
lefs price than that of the Britilh colonies i It feem« 
abfurd to have a doubt upon the fubje<5i. 

If it be conje6tured that on the return of peace the 
JFrench government will fucoeed in regaining poffeffioa 
of St. Domingo ; precifely fimilar effedis will enfue, 
though probably to a greater extent. If under a negro 
government this ifland is likely to fupply a confide rable 
quantity of Sugar to the European market, it is very 
evident that it would fupply as much, if not mpre, 
when re^occupied by the French, who would ftraia 
every nerve to regain the advantages which they 
once derived from a colony in itfelf more valuable 
than any other in the Weil Indies. And if, owing 
to the fuperior fertility of St. Domingo^ they were 

formerly 
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BbritterW *ble to bring their Sugar to niftifttt at 
n jpriee fo mtich lower than the Britifti Planters,* 
the r^acquifilion of this iflatid would very fiiortly 
tonfer itpon them their former fuperiorily iu this 

Thu*, tm whatever fide we furvey tlie fubJe<Sl, there 
leeai» fmall reafon to e(timate at any high rate the 
'Tftloeof the permiffion^ which' the Weft India Planteis 
f6 fttiKibuQy den^nd, of expprting their furplus Sugar 
HfeAly to the American or European continental 
iBiarfcets* The mibre licence to make ufe of Britifh 
Ir^fiels for this end, which fome of them feem to con- 
fider A8 catcdlated to " relieve and re-eftablifti their 
diftrefifed fortunes/^ t has been fliewn to be wholly nu'- 
gatory. Aad even though our national jealouty f 
Ibrther relaxation of the Navigation Laws, and the v ** 
eii^ and weighty oppofition of the ftiipping interelt, 
IhoQtd not prohibit the employment ot' foreign vejQfels 
isi conveying the furplos of Sugar to the foreign 
market, this enlarged licence, it has been proved, would 
be inlufiicient aa a pl^rmanent and radical relief fof ^ 
tli^ifr diftrefles. « 



I HAvt now e^famined, fingly, each of the prin- 
cipal meafures which has been brought forward as a 
ifemedy for thedeprefled ftate of the Sugar market. 
In entering upon this examination, I admitted, that 
if any meafure fliould be found, calculated perma- 
iiently to anfwer the epd expfeded froin it, without 
imjuftly affedling the intereft of other clafles of fo- 
ciety, fuch a meafure ought undoubtedly to be adopted. 

But 

♦ Brougham on Colonial Poliq^, vol. i. page 52Q. 
t Sir Willitm Y6\in$, page 83, 
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But no fiich rfie&fure ha^ bcfeti ag jet propofed. Ah 
inv.efiigatiofi of the wbble of them has confirmed the 
deduftlon of theoretical principle — that the only rd- 
dical re^medi/for the dijltejs of the Wejt India Planters, 
is for them to retrace the Jitp^ by which their prefetit 
embarrajjments have been occafioned. Eight or nmte 
jears ago they began to increafe the produftion of 
Sugar, for the fupply of a. deniand then firft ctealed, 
Thi? demand no longer exifts. They muft;, therefor^, 
if they wifli to regain their priftine profperity, redlice 
the produce of Sugar to nearly its former rate. For 
20 years prior to 1798, the average antiual export of 
Sugar from the Britifti Weft India colonies to Britain 
did riot ex:ceed the honie confumption 15,000 hogf- 
heads. Wtiereasattprelfent^and henceforward, their pro^ 
dace may be ellimated at 100,000 hogftieads annually 
abr)ve the home confumption; and fo long as we re- 
tain the conouered colonies the total furplus produce is 
140,000 ho2:theads. As we have (hewn that no mean 
exifts of profitably difpoling of this excefs, the onljr 
alternative which remains to the Weft India Planters 
is to decreafe their cultivation of Sugar, fo as to brin^ 
to market at leaft 100,000 hogftieads lefs than they 
now do. I 

But the Weft India Planters will inquire, — *^ How is 
this to be effefted ?" I anfwer, in three feveral ways: 
on each of which I ftiall make a few obfervation$. 



1. If the efprit de corps were as powerful in induc- 
ing men to facrifice their felf-intereft for the general 
good as in leading them to comUine for the purpofe 
of obtaining advantages for their particular body, at 
the expenfe of their fellow-citizens, a meafure might 
be found which would at once relieve the diftreOTes 
pf the wUol^ body of Planter^.— ^As the caufe of theif 
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etRsisfimply the growth of 140,000 hogflieads of 
Sogar more than there is a demand for, if each 
Planter would engage^ in proJM)rtion to the extent of 
Lbeftate^ to reduce his cultivation of this article, until 
no more than 150,000 hogfheads were produced, the 
fituation of the whol^ would be at once relieved, with- 
out the ruin of one individual. But Utopian, indeed^ 
muft be his opinion of human nature, who can be- 
lieve for an iriftant the pra&icability of fucb a fcheme. 
Though the Weft India Planters a3 a body are in dif- 
liefs,^ yet the degrees in which different individuals 
fuffer, are very various ; and fome, indeed, are evea 
now able to cultivate their ^ftates with profit. While 
the generality of plantations are cultivated at aa 
average expenfe of 2o». 6d. per cwt., fome are fo 
iavourably circuwftanCedas not to exceed 14s. 2d.:* 
and from the jealoufy with which the old eftitbliflied 
Planters of the Britiih Weft India iflands feem to 
regard the fp^culators in Demeraraand Surinam,t we 
may conclude that the latter bring their Sugar to' mar- 
ket at lefs expenf<& than tlie former^ and are confe* 
quently notfuffering pofitive lofs, even at the exifting 
low prices. It can never, therefore, be expeded, that 
ihofe Planters who even now are not fuftaining lofs^ 
and who have a well-founded profpe6l of greater gains, 
when the hard gripe of necef&ty Ihall have diminiflied 
the produce of Sugar; fliould voluntarily reliaquifti 
any portion of their a6iual benefits for the good of 
their fuffering brethren. They willingly join thefe 
unfortunate members of their community in demand- 
ing relief for the whole, but it is in vain to a(k of them^ 
for this end, any facrifice of their own profits, 

2. It 
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*S. it trotiltl bfe abfurd, theriBfbre, to expe6i that tlic 
requifite decreafe in ihe cultivation of Sygar eanbe 
brought about by any Convention amongft dlie 
Planters. — This curative meaftire xiiay be eflWled alfi>' 
Yyy leaving things to take theif own courfe, and fiicfc 
si-n inadlive mode of cure will be in the end infi^ble«' 
In the human frame, difeafes occur which alike baffle 
the art of medicine, and the t?s medicatrix ftatura *' . 
but in commerce, no diforder is fo powerful as oot 
finally to be eradicated by its inherent ititiauve prin- 
ciple. Now that the cultivation of Sugar is becoihe' 
fo genemlly a lofing concern, a diHHnutioa in the 
quantity produced will gradually take place, if ikdi 
of the Weft India Planters as are pioft un flavour ably 
cireumftanced — thofe, whoie eftates prodiice the 
loweft priced produce, or are- cultivated at tlic greateft 
cr^penfe— will not be content to withdraw,from iinder*' 
takings fo ruinous, that part of their capital whtefa U 
convertible into money, abandociiDg their fix«d ca- 
pital, but perfift in abiding ihe refult; a few yean 
continuation of their preient lofles will dirow them^ 
into the hands of their cr^ditor^ : and all thofe, it if ^ 
plain, whofe (peculations have been undertaken with 
a borrowed capital/ muft fpeedily undergo the ftime 
hard fate. Tbud, no other plantations will lang i^n- 
tinue to be cultivated, except thofe which at prefent 
are moft favourably circumftaooed with refpe& to fer- 
tility of foil, 8lc. ; and fuch as remain in the faandft o£ 
proprietors' fufficiently rich to bear the loiles which 
muft be ftiftdned in waiting for better times. When 
fo many plantations have been abandoned, as that 
thofe which ^are moft unfavourably fituated begin to 
afford a profit, no further facrifices will be required^ 
and tlie evil will be remedied. 

Certain^ 
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Ceriftin^ however, as it is, that the prefent difealed 
fiate of the Weil India trade will eventually work its 
oif n care, it qiuft not be qoncealed that the progreis 
of this cure will he exceedingly flow, if the Planters 
Uften to jthe pleafing hut delufive ftatemcnts of tbofe 
who maiptain that any other fpepijGc can be of fer- 
vice to them than the one I have pointed out. If 
they deqeive themfelves with the hope that any ar- 
rangements of Government, or tbat the attainqient 
of. peace, promife to afford a remedy fpr their cala- 
mities, buoyed up with thefe delufions, each indi- 
vidual wiU procraftinate his a^quiefcejBce in the> harfh 
meafur^s which prudence enjoins, until nepeflity has 
forced him to adopt them. The Suga^ market will 
flill continue to be glutted — ^for ten years to come, pro- 
bably, the greater par.t of what i^ fold, will be fold 
for lofs; and tl^e. final re-reftabU£hmeat of ^.profitable 
trade will be effe<5led only by the fu,cceflive bankruptcy 
of thofe who in turn became unable to fuftain fur« 
therfacrifices.— The aggravated eviU arifingfrom this 
falfe efttmate of things has been duly appreciated by 
a VVefl; India Planter* himfejf, who in his evidence 
before the Committee made the following jyfl; obferva- 
tions : *^ Unfortunajtely, the holders of fuch eftates 
as have .become unprofitable, and which ought in pru- 
dence to have been ea|*ly abandoned, have lipgered 
on in hopes of better times, a^d from the extreme 
l^ludiaace of making the faqrifice which inevitably 
attends an abandonment, 'till tiieir credit as well as 
property is gone, and the abaujcipument, inilead of 
being voluntary, is enforced by creditors/' 

3. The mode in which the cultivation of Sugar can 
be diminiflied in the requifite proportion^ with the 

fmalleft 

* John BlackbttiB, £fq. 



fMaHeft lof? 1^0 thpS? wh^ vm0 i^VtotasJIy 1m the f^^ 
ferer?, and withth^.fppeAie^reftowtioo of liie |^ja^ 
parity 0f tH$. w|iol<a, ia th^, 0f vrhitihth* preeedb^ 
obferv^itipn? of Mt. BJa^tbpm. fliow him to W awftt^ 
and wliich U is pne of U>^ principol qbjje«S» of ^m 

publipatiofi to point ptit : o«iia^Iy^ Mr ab^in(fmme$i$, 
fortii(^''ilh, of &U tb(ife pljdfUi/tfiom f^kick art $iM0 nnr, 
prqfiifibU, bif tMfi. iPJcmUn who an p<iffitffe4'af Om^ 
jmalkji capita,/ * ' - . 

Harjh as tbUpreftripfcion may appear, it« proprieljr 
will not be difp«.ie<dby tlhofe who admit the tiu& oS 
ti^ fncis o» vvbkb'jHs.otfceffity b. |bMj>4ed. Ib^w 
ihewn that j;^p ni^it>«j cure fqr the diftrelTds of tlie 
Planters exiifts^ feKceptibe 4i»|tH*iioii of ibeqQuiiUi/ 
of Sugar 3t f^ek^ brought tp «aqrkel. If f&ph m 
ciiitivat^ tb^nXpCt unprofitable eia^ei with tk^ im^ft 
cfvpital, do not vpjuotarjjy ftbuiftdpo tfeeiji, their fuc- 
cpfljve and fpeedy b^ukiupt.cy w'lli ioevitaWy ejftfye* 
They have, theivetprp, to choofe:hejtw«ep this fyb^, ^i 
th^ end of no very hug period of painfi;! fiiilmog; 
aod tb^ abandonnient of a portion of ^beir c^pil^ at 
pr^etf^nt, .with the prefervation of a part of it. €^ 
tbey befitate as to ttieir choice ? Surely th^ proprietor 
of a plantation muft fee that it is th^ p^^rt of 9- wife 
n^u at once to abandon half of the capital which ia 
ipvjefted in it^ reituining the other halft rath^i* tbaa 
tf fubj^<3: hiipfelf to a iej:i^ of lojQTes^ which io tht 
efid mutt ^yr^ft the whole from him. 
-, Abbougb in entering iipo» the confideratiop of th«i 
meafures pi:oppfed for the relief of, the PJanterg, in 
order that I ^)ighl concede as aauch <a$iK>flH>le in their 
favour, I ad'u^itted as aoeurate the ftijtteinent which 
tbey b^ve repeatedly n^ade, namely, that the whole 
0^ their capital is lb fixed in the Weft Indies^ that no 
porlion of it can b^ wlthdjc^wn for other pqrpofes ^ 
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yet, it is clea^ that thig admiffi6n ought ftridly to be 
made with confiderable refervation. Though in thefe 
times of depreffion^ the land and the buildings on a 
plantation cannot be difpofed of, and, confequently, 
the capital funk in their purchafe and ere<5tion muft 
be wholly loft, if the eftate be abandoned ; yet, the 
moveable property, the flaves and the'dittle, can un« 
doubtedlj; be fold. Now the lattei- form the moft 
valuable pojrtion of the capital vefted in a Sugar plan- 
tation. By the evidence of Mr. Weddcrbiirne before 
the Committee of theHoufe of Commons, it appears 
that the value of the flaves and^ cattle on an eftate in 
which a capital of <£. 40,000 is employed, is £. 23,000 ; 
while the value of the land and buildings is not more 
than £, 1 7,000. The Planter, therefore, who aban* 
dons fuch an efliate, it is evident need not lofe his 
whole capital. He will lofe the value of his land and 
of the buildings upon it, but he may certainly fell 
his flaves and his cattle. The latter b^ng an article 
of coirftant fupply, muft be always wanted by more 
profitable eftates. And th^ former, if the reprefenta- 
tions of the Planters as to the neceflity of an annual 
frefli fupply^ be well founded, muft have their value 
greatly enhanced by the late abolition of the tmflic by 
which they were procured. Even if there be not a 
demand in our own iflands for all the flaves which a 
general abandonment of unprofitable efliates might 
bring to market, they will fell, as formerly, to other 
nations ; and though this trade is at prefent wife!/ 
j)rohibited, yet a temporary permiflion to fell our fur* 
plus ftock to foreigners might doubtlefs be obtained. 

I ftiall be told, perhaps, that this prefervation of part 
of the capital vefted in their plantations is not prac- 
ticable to a large proportion of the Weft India 
Planters, who have bought their land and ereded 

* " ' their 
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their biiUdii)^ with money borrowed, on mortgage; 
and^ confequently, that whatever they may obtain for 
their moveable property, will revert to their creditors^ 
and their own ruin be complete. I am fully aware ' 
that many of the Weft India Planters are in this de-^ 
plorable fituation^ and I confefs that my advice does 
not ftridUy apply to them. Their fitqation cannot be 
worfe than it is ; for if they are already ruined, any 
farther lofs which may attend their perfifting to cul- 
tivate tbeir%fiates, Will fall only upon their creditors* 
Yet every honeft man will admit that it is the iifipe* 
rious duty of fuch perfons, now that no longer any 
•hope of extrication from their difficulties remains, 
without delay to furreiider their property as little a& 
pofiible impaired, to thofe who have a legal claim 
upon it. 

In ftiort, by whatever means it is accompli(hed^--o 
whether now by the energetic facrifices which pru- 
dence demands, or, in future, after a tedious courfe 
of fiifiering, prolonged by the temporary noftrums 
wl^ich the Weft India Planters are blindly demanding, 
there exifts no effeAual, -no permanent cure for their 
diftrefies, but the redn6);ion of their cultivation of 
Sugar to that quantity which is requifite for the fup^ 
ply of the home market, — then, and not until then, 
whetherthey obtain bounties or blockades in their 
favour, wilt their profits reach that amount, and be 
placed upon that fiaple foundation which they have a 
right to look for : and whether they choofe to hailen 
this period by painful facrifices now, or procraftinate 
it in the hope of prefent relief, muft be left to their 
own difcretion. In whatever way they aft, I venture 
to predid):, that eventually they will be fenfible' of the 
truth of the doctrine delivered fome years ago before 
tile Houfe of Ck)mmonii^ by the enlightened IntpeAot 

F* of 
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of Impoilfi and Exports^ Mr. Irving» w^iolij iodM^ 
bitter experienc^^ Botwithftanding its apparent ab« 
fitsdity in the eyes 6f Mr. Edwa];d9j is now verifying f 
nameiy^ f^ thatjbhe exteniion of the cultivation of the 
Weft India iflands beyond that degree which is i equit 
fitfi Cdf fupplying Great Britain^ and herimmediafte de«« 
pfi:ndenciefi^ with the pineipal Articles of their produce^ 
U hy U9 mean^ Ukefy to promote the inUre/k of lA# 
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IN cancl\idipg this P^rt ^f ^y CmIu^^Ij I Veg ^ 
ij^^ke ^ i^^ r^nr^^vks for tj^e ipfocn^frtipq of fv<?h pf ^Jf 
reftd^ys ^s ^r^ wt p^t^wlarly OQnVi^rfftflt; witfe fflpF-^ 
cantile affairs. 

Such pe^foRs Ri«y cwc^iv?, ftona tbe^reg? ding ^e- 
t^il, that the diffreif^? of th^ Weft India P^nt^r* ar<^ 
of ^n un«f^^l ^m\ ^non^ak»»s 4ef<?riptiw \ ^s^ thal^, 
in ppinfequenc^ of the rarity of (heir o^curr^^^^ ^vA 
the extent of their p^effur^, if pp indif^^t WQftn rf 
rfli^vipg thena <?au ^ fipkuod, ftt ^jiy r^te ft dire^ WXS)^ 
p^nf^tiqn to the fvififei:ers, fropft tbe fwidf of Qov^ron 
ment, ^n^y he exp^wlient. Igut fu^ piemife^, w4 
fi^ch a concl^iGon, would he equally errpneou9- Th^ 
diftr^ff^s of the VVe<t I^^di^ Plgnter^, *bo«i0h imte e^^n 
tenfive than ufi^al, qre o;^ly ftjob ^^^^ iofcpw^^bta 
from ^ ftate of (pci?^ wb<^rf qqwjnerpe is made % 
pviinary objecit, and haseJifv^t^d to a bighrr pitch ihai^ 
ordinary the fpecul^tiye q( g^n^bliog difpoi^UQP ill 

i^^hfiFent i^ n^^n. Of 6wil»r *iifi?ry, opo«fi0Sed bji 
thi^ G^vtfe, w^ have h^d ^n^pte ftsd frequ^nl wpi9riQlW« 
9n a tj^rg^ fc^le; aiud of i^dividuftJiYi^iq^a to^ihe £i(^(t 

fpifiti 

Edwards's Hiftory of the Weft Indies, vol. ii. p. 456*. 
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Ipifit, our Gazettes afford us wi^kly a long enuttidJi 
tion/ Man J a man has at this moment' caufe 'in 
lament the folly of his anceftors in embarking art 
ample fortune in the ruinous Soulli-Sea bubble : and 
many a man willin future hav€ to rue the mad fpecu- 
lations of his relatives %o Buenos Ayres. Does a fcantj 
harveft raife the price of grain^ and make importation 
profitable to thofe who have firft engaged in it*-Jnii- 
mediately numbera eagerly follow their example r 
the market is overftocked—»*he price greatly falls, and 
hundreds of merchants are ruined. — Does a rife iri 
the price of cottons make their manufafture more 
profitable than ordinary^ — at once fpinning mills 
•and manufaAories fpring upx>n all fides— more isi 
manufa6lured than can be fold^— the price falls below 
prime coft, and many of the fpeculators lofe every 
fefrthing of their property. Inftances of diftrefs, fuch 
as thefe, occafioned by caufes precifely fiihilar to'thofei 
which have brought about the mifery of the Weft 
India Planters, are occurring every year in this com- 
mercial countr3^ And if their frequency be fuch, it 
is evident that the Government can never with pro- 
priety interfere, except to grant temporary relief, fuch 
as the remiffion of heavy duties for a time, upon 
imported articles, when no'fale can be made ; or, the 
advance of loans for a while, on the fecurity of pro- 
pert}' which is fure eventually to find a market. For 
if the Government were once to begin to make up the 
teffes of unfortunate (^peculators, there wou W be no end 
to ^jcmands upon it ; and as it would be impoffible to 
draw/any line of difiinclion between different cafes of 
ibis fort, encouragement would be given. to a moft 
pernicious exceis of gambling. If th^ moA frequeni 
experi€uc€, of €l>e extended mifery which a ^iritof 
fpeculatiou i* every now and then canfing in thisf 

m country, 
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connlry, isinfufHcient to warn other adventurers ham 
fimilar extravagance, what fort of Speculations mighl 
we not expe<5l^ when it was once underftood that the 
Government is to make good the lofs of fuch as prove 
unfortunate ? If the lofTes of the Weft India Planters 
are to be made good, by the fame rule fliould the lofles 
of the wild adventurers to Buenos Ayres; and if the 
latter, why may not every bankrupt corn-dealer and > 
ruined catton-fpinner, as well as every unlucky lot- 
tery adventurer^ claim a reftoration of their pro- 
perty? 

. Nor ought thofe^ who are unacquainted with the 
^ubjed, to conceive, that the Weft India Planters, 
prior to the events, which have occafionedtheir imme- 
diate diftrefs, were in a ftate of general profperity ; 
and that the facrifices which a large proportion of 
their body will be now obliged to make are unpre- 
cedented. Thb is by no means the cafe. The culti-* 
vation of Sugar has always been a gambling fpecula* 
tion ; and, in confequence, at all times multitudes of 
thofe who have engaged in it have been ruined.* So 
long ago as 1780, when almoft the whole of the pro* 
duce grown in the Weft Indies was confumed at 
home, and when, therefore, if ever, we might have 
ejc peeked the body -of Planters to have been in prof- 
perity — even then: it appeared, from ftatements laid 

^^ 
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* For » vivid pi6^are of the fatal confequences which hajre 
9t all times attended a great proportion of Weft India fpecxila- 
tionsy caufed by ** the fluctuating nature of their returns,** and 
alfo of the rapacity with which many of thofe concerned in this 
trade; firft lead the unwary adventurer into embarrairment» and 
then, like ** Comiih peafants/* haften to plunge hini into utter 
ruin that they may participate iii the fpoiL I lefer the reader u» 
the evidence of Bry^ Edwards.— 'Hift. of the We0 Indies 
vol. ii. p. 263. 
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Ijy' the council of Jamaica before the privy-councilj 
that tl^ average profits of the whole capital em* 
liarked in that ifland was only four per cent.^ and this 
not a regular ordinary profit^ for ^hile fome were 
gaining i^ or 20 per cent., others. were lofing as 
much. At thefame time it appeared, that in soyears, 
from 1760 to 1780, there had been no lefs than eighty 
tfioufand executions in the (herifTs court, amounting to 
the immenfe fum of jf. 22,500,000 fterling. And, in 
the fame period, nearly one half of all the Sugar efiatej 
in Jamaica were thrown up as not worth culiivating, 
or were in the hands of creditors or mortgagees, or 
were fold for their benefit. It is clearlv evident, there- 
fore, that the prefent mifery of the Weft India Plant- 
ers, far from being an unheard-of occurrence amongft 
them, is only more extenfive juft now than perhaps it 
ever was before* And can we in flrid); juftice even 
greatly commiferate the fate of men, who, with the 
foregoing fadls ftaring them in the face, ehofe to em- 
bark tl>eir property in fo fiazardous a concern. If a 
fpeculator will inveft his capital in a lottery, where 
- even in its moft favourable ftate the chances ar^ againft 
him, he cannot complain if he draws a blank ; nor is 
it reafonable that he (hquld call upon the reft of the 
community, who had no chance of (baring in any prize 
he might obtain, to make good his lofs.. 

To fum up ixk brief the pofi lions which the preceding 
inveftigation has been intended to eftabli'lh: — ^The 
radical and fole caufe of the diftreffes of the Weft India 
Planters is, their continuing to grow a furplus of Sugar 
above the home confumption, for which there is not a 
profitable demand in the foreign market. Ifany juft, 
politic, and permanent remedy for the evils irom this 
<aufe which opprefs the Planters could be difcovered, 
^.umanity to our countrymen would d«mimcl it^ ^op^ 
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tion* But, on examinatioD, all fche raeafures which 
have been propofed for this end have been found to 
be either impradicable in themfelves, unjuft to other 
branches of the community, or hoftile to eftabliflxed 
principles of policy ; and all, in fa<Sl, merely temporary. 
Inveftigation, therefore, obliges us to revert to the 
remedy which theory had predi^ed to be alone effi- 
cient, and it has been fliewn that the diftreifes of the 
Planters can be effedlually and permanently relieved 
only by retracing their lieps, and ceafing, to grow 
more Sugar than our own coafumption rec^uires. Laftly, 
it has been fliewn, that the mode in which this can be 
efie^led with the lead eventual fufiering to individualsj 
and the moft fpeedy relief to the whole body of Plant- 
ers,.is, the immediate abajidonment of the eflates which 
are mod unprofitable. 



as 



1. NOW proceed to a confideration of the fiatenaents 
made by the advocates of tb^ caufe of the Weft India 
Planters, relative to 

The value of the Weft India trade, in u 
Rational point of view. 

The writers who have laid the cafe of the Weft 
India Planters before the public, xind whofe obje6i it 
has been to point oiit th^ neceifity and the mode of 
Relieving their diftreffes, have been aware, that of late 
the value of colonial poffeffions has not ranked fo 
high In the public opinion as in former times. They 
know that the enlightened landed intereft of the pre- 
fentday are much lefs inclined to believe that the beft 
way of promoting their own good is to grant all- the 
yequefts of the merjcantile body, than their fimple 
'3 grandfathers 
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{p«n«Ufttiier» Were* Tbefe gentlanlen Ilstve> therefore^ 
yery rationally \9ken maob f>ain^ in endeavouring id 
iboW that the Weft Iii4i^ irad^ con^ibut^b mom 
hdrgc^ly IbfW any olher branch of commerce to the 
feredfie^^o the wealth of the comfmufnily^ nhA i6 iM 
foureeil of otr jiav&l power ; and, conffe^tien|ly> tha# 
ibe iQtefteft of evefy in^ividtialof fociety ii oone^rne^ 
iiiptonfHittBgya^ much a^poflible^ the int&reft of the; 
Weft India Flanferssu If Uhis flatei!kient we'r^ a^K^arat^ 
in ^11 it» partsy th6 confeql^ence tvbieb had been.de^ 
^actd frofflJt- would flatiMfaliy follow: but K> nie •> 
moth of. it appefiarib inaccHiifate'i and m^ny of the inftA 
xeflces which are drawl*^ by no means legitimately t«^ 
fidv^ fra^ the ptemifes wbi^h are made, to fttfffoH 
ihem.- Tbefe authors feem to me to confound tw¥ 
ihitigsefleiii^i&ny differ^nly whe» thej make no'diftin«- 
Vioft between the necefflky of retaiiiin-g fuch a pbrtiotr 
^f the Weft India- trade ai is req{uifite for our owm 
fo^^pl^ of Wefl>lndi^ produce,^ and tli^ ptcfprlety 94 
retain idg fuch nn extent b£ tfiis trade as W^ n^w 
poflfefi. Qri fheif owopceairifes^ ih^refaBe> they by.n<» 
iafi^at^s make out the nec^ffityy icr a aatiiottdi potiif &f 
▼ieWy of relieving; ^t ail evenrta the difti'effe^ of thfe 
Pktn<ter&. Bert beiides ihis, i» my j-udgaienl, they 
gj^eatiy 6verr»te the value ©f the Weft India trade i^ 
general. I fcafH advert t6 tfeife two points it .(xrder* 
wi-In the firffi pldxse, I (hall ^n^avour to fiiow, that/ 
aJk)Hvin^ the utmoft vataeto the Well India trade as it 
fouree of weaflth, of revenney and of naval power, it )9 
noK neceffar}^, in order to retain thefe benefits, that any ^ 
remedy fhould be applied by Government to the 
■diitreffes of the Planters. 

Of thofe who have gwen their fentiments to the 
iprofld on the fabjaS;of the Weft India trade;, Mr. 
JLowe is the author who has moll decidedly in^&fted^ 
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that the intereils of the nation require immediate re* 
Hef of fome fort to be given to its prefent depr^ffion* 
The works of Sir William Young * and of Mr. Bofan- 
quet t are intended to point out the importa^ace of our 
Weft India trade by authentic documents, and rear* 
foning founded upon them ; and, for the moft part, 
they leave their reader to form his own conclufions, as 
to the propriety of upholding the profperity of tbofe 
concerned in fo valuable a branch of commerce. *To 
the opinions o^ thefe gentlemen I (hall t^ave occafion 
to advert in the fequel. But the "Inquiry" J of 
Mr. Lowe, goes a fiep further ; and I (hall therefore 
here chiefly attend to his aflertions on this point. 
Founding his arguments upon the fa6is difplayed by 
his predece(rors, he deduces from them, in the very 
outfet of his work> this conclufion : — ^' The quefiion 
therefore is reduced to this— the country muft either 
e(rential]y amend the condition of theperfons engaged 
in the Weft India trade, or renounce that trade for 
ever," (page 15.) Then, lafter attempting to (how 
that the Weft India colonies pay diredly and indi** 
f e6lly t^n millions to the public revenue^ be concludes 
|his part of his Inquiry with exclaiming—" What 
would be the feelings of the country, if we knew that a 
calamity impended over us which, if not effe^Slually 
guarded againft, would add two hundred millions to 
the amount of our national debt, and oblige us to fub-^ 
mit to an accumulation of new burthens equal to half 
the permanent taxes impofed fpr the laft 15 years i 

Yel 



f « The Wtft-In^ Coipmon -place Book." 

t ** Thoughts on the Value to Great Britain of Comtnerce in 
l^eneral, and on the Value and Importance of the Colonial Trade 
in particular.** 
.. t *' Aft Inquiry into the S^tfi of the Britiih W^ft Indies," 
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Yet fiicb is the alternative for which we muftbe pre« 
pared, if we'dohotfpeedily and effedhially fuccourthe 
Weft India Planters/' (page 14-) -^g&in^ towards the 
clofe of his chapter on the ^' confequences of the ruin 
of the Briti(h Weft Indies/' which ruin he aflerts wiH 
enfue from inattention to the ftate of the Planters^ he 
aiks— -^^ Who will replace to the nianufa£hirers an an* 
nual blank of fix miUions in the amount of theif ex- 
ports f Can the ilciU of pur financiers make good a fud« 
den deficiency of five millions in dire<^ and five miU 
lions of indirect revenue? What will becolne of 
i^ooo fail of (hipping and 25,000 feamen ?" (page 43.^ 

Now a very flight confideration will ihow that this 
is all mere declamation^ andj to fay the heft of it, very 
idle declamation.-— In order to prove that all thefe 
horrible confequences will refult from inattention to 
the diftrefies of the Weft India Planters^ Mr. Lowe 
jQiould have (hewn that fuch inattention will induce, 
^e total lofs of our Weft India trade. But he has 
never attempted to prove this; and who, indeed, does 
not fee, that he was wife id not making an attempt 
which muft haye failed i Does Mr. Lowe mean us 
to underftand, that if the Weft India Planters are not 
enabled to grow a larger quantity of Sugar than our 
home confamption requires, that they will ceafe to 
grow even the quantity required for the home de- 
mand I' — that if they cannot find a profitable fale for 
$80,000 Hogflieads of Sugar^ they will^ with one. ac- 
cord, ceafe to grow even the 1 50,000 hog(heads which 
our hoDie confumption requires ? If he does not mean 
tbis> it is difficult to guefs what he means; for it will 
be afterwards (hewn, that all the public^ all the private' 
wealth derived from th^ Weft India trad^, atik from 
that portion of it only^ which fupplier the home 
Remand. 

Bui 
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But who ctii> belic^e^ that becaols the) Weft taiili, 
PlslnteTs arie in diftre&, they wiU> with one mind, Agree 
Uf Abaiipdoo tbecxihivdtion at oat oolcAiieis ? Was thet^ 
ever m» inftaaee df dU the growers of an articley With 
which the market happened to be aterftaekedy deleft. 
minitKg on^ and all to ceafe the growth of it akoj^tber ? 
Wheni the high price of hopt for a year or t<i^ ba^ 
eanfod fucfa an harcreafeof hop-gr^uttds thafc thettKirk^t 
be^om^ glutted, and the price does not pay for th0 
duty' and expenfe of cultivation, do all the hop-' 
planters iitfmediately iTefolve to grub up thdiv bop*' 
bines? What fbonld we think, ify m fucb an OV€i?-« 
ftocked ftale of the bop-markety a writer wei« ley ad* 
drefs the piiibbc ill behalf of the hop*p>anteii9, and- fsiy — f 
*f The groWei-Si of bops are ktfing. by their btiftttefd. M 
iifpecdy meAfnres* be nob taken for their reliefy the bop^ 
ftiwde miaft be ^ei»oiliyc^d for et^r i stnd hott will ehe^ 
goT^ratiieiyt aivake ap a deficit &{ £^^6(>^6o Wh^fr it 
derives from thii^ ib^rce,^'' Sh^ld w6 ndtai^iweV tf^ 
appeal' faeh as tfaisy by obiertimg*— ^ Thitf is AM teff 
iibfard. Jf the hop-^plaif«efs mt m diilrei^ bec^ii^ 
*hcy bj|;fe oArerftocked- <he ifcarket, th* e^rii will foour 
jagmedy itfelfe Soitte- o^ ttremwHl eortve^t theiil h«6p^ 
grounds to other pni^pod^s ; or^ if tKi« be ii«>t p#a^ca^ 
Me, theif loflfes mii& l^eedily ruin £> many 0( tbew> 
that the qEia>ntiity gr^wn wifi be adapted to tlve domandv 
Then titeir diftre^V will c^afe ; and you dannot fti8k# 
1^5 belierey thafi they Wirll dri;r»bifi> thi? euUttfe 6f th\i 
article Wlow the demand, di^ that the Gotemm^ft 
vilh eearfe to denize the ufual iiet^iMUS ^ott tbisJ (Jttaiil^ 
^y, whidh is aiilfit had reafocv to expe6l.^ Frde^I/ 
in' the famie manner wiil the prefeaf diftj^flff^r ol tM 
Weft India Fhwitert cq)eraf#. They Wii*> if left- t0 
work their- o^ri curfe, redbcethe eilki nation Off Sugaif 
to the quantity which can be profitably difpdfed oiV 
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'{'bis ijuachtity is the amount of the home confumpiioii;^ 
and this quantity will alwajscontinue to be prodttced« 
So long as the produce fo greatly exceeds the^boiae 
demand^ bankruptcies and abandonments will take^ 
place; but foine individuals muil hold out longer tfaaa 
others ; and when the fupply is no moi^ than the de* 
mand^ this corps dc refervc will immediately eaaerga' 
from diftrefs into profperity. 

If then the fuppolition that Mr. Lpwe meant to 
ailiert;^ that the delay of relief ta the Weft lodta 
PlaMers would caufe the total abandonment of our 
colonies^ be fo very prepofterous^ we muft have re- 
courfe to another explanation of his meaning.; and 
Qne only^ as far as I can fee, remairns. Mr. Lowe 
muft mean, that if the cultivation of the colooies is* 
not kept up to its prefent height-— if we do not enable 
tlie Planters to grow i^fO^oob h6gihea;ds of Sugar 
more than our own confumption requires, but fuffer 
liieir diftrefles to force them to reduce their produce 
to 150P00 hog(heads only — that then,, fuch a dimi-i 
nation of our Weft India trade, will caufe ^^ a blank 
of fix minions in the amount of our exports^ a d^fik. 
ciency of fire niHlions in direfl, and fiVe millions of 
kidireiB; revenue, a lofs c^ 1,000 &il of (hipping and 
25,000 feamen." 

l^ut an exaii^inatio& of fuch a fuppofttion will {how 
it to be nearly as unfounded &% the foregoing. -—To 
eftiniate what I0& we (hall fuftain by decreafing ouir 
Weft India trade to the fupply of the home market. 
qnJy^ we muft calculate, th^ amount of public revenue,, 
of private wealth, aud of naval power, which we derive 
from the furplus Weft India produce which we are. 
now obliged to export, aud which portion alqne of oar 
Weft India tradie, inattention to the diftveiles of the 
j^lanters will deprive us of. In the firft^ pJace then>. 

what 
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%hat advantage does the revenue derive fronf thv 
140^000 hog(heads of Sugar which we now annually 
import above our own wants and re-export ? Mot one 
fixpence. On the contrary, at the prices which Sugar 
has borne for many months, the revenue has fuflained 
adead'lofs of 2 s. upon every cwt. of raw 9ugar ex- 
pcH-ted ; a bounty of that fum being granted when the 
Gazette price of Sugar is 40s. or below. Every 
fertbing of the three milKons which the revenue de- 
rives from Sugar, is paid by that portion which is con- 
fnmed at home. And fince I have (hewn that we fliall 
always continue to produce the quantity required for 
the home market, it is clear the revenue will not be 
in the flighted degree injured, though the diftrefles of 
the Planters (hould oblige them to ceafe entirely their 
growth of Sugar for exportation. — 2, What is the pri- 
.vate wealth which the Planters gain* by this portion of 
their produce f By their own ftatements, none at all : 
on the contrary, they lofe conliderably by this as by aU 
<he reft of their Sugar. — 3. What is the profit gained 
by the manufadlurers of the articles which the growth 
• of this furplus makes it neceiTary to export ? As the 
value of our whole export to the Weft Indies is about 
flx millions, we may fairly eftimate this diminution of 
our exports at about one7third, or two millions. Now 
to know what lofs the nation would fiaftain by being 
deprived of a market for exports to this amount, we 
iDuft inquire what profit the artifans and manufadlurers 
may be reafonably fuppofed to gain upon this export: 
and if we eftimate the profits of all concerned at 2a 
per cent., it' will, in'thefe times of competition, be 
amply fufficient In this point of view, then, we might 
lofe the profits on an export of two millions, which 
are .£.400,000, if we ceafed to grow the Sugar which 
vqairesthi^ export. ^«-LaiUy^ Mke muft inquire what loft 

the 



[ 77 ] 

the fliip-owner would fufferj if the demand for ihip>» 

ping now requjred by the 140^000 hogflieads of Sugar, 

which we import above our home confumption, were ^ 

dooe away ; and alfo the injury which Would be fufr 

lained by our naval power> from fuch a diminution of 

the exifting nnrfery for feamen. The freight of 

1 4 OjOOO hogifaeads of Sugar; at gs. a cwt, is <£.8 1 9,ooo« 

All this however is far from being profit ; and if we 

eftimate 20. per centj,* or a fifth of it^ as the lofs which 

our (hip-owners would fuftain^ by having fuch a fource 

of employment for their (hips taken from thero^ we 

(hall probably exceed the truth. However, to in^ 

elude the outward freight^ let us call the profit, which 

the (hip-owners would lofe if the import of Sugar 

were 140,000 hogfheads lefs than now^ «£. 200^0*00. 

In eftimating the injury which our paval intereft would 

fufferby a diminution of our ufual import of Sugar^ we 

have to determine to what extent we (hould thereby 

lofe employment for our feamen. As the number 

of feamen which the Weil India trade employs is 

17,700, we cannot fuppofe that more than one-third 

or 6000 would be thrown out of employ, if we were to 

import 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar lefs than at pre- 

fent. But this will be' efleemed no feriousevil, when 

we confider that juft now our Navy would gladly re« 

ceive 



* The writers on the Weft Tndia trade have a knack at dealing 
in grofs funis. They feem to wilh to have it confidered by the 
fliip-owners, that the whole amount of th^ freight which they 
receive from this trade is clear gain to them ; but this is plainly 
contrary to the faft* T^he (hip-owner juftly compkunt, that 
his heavy wages, high infurance, and ijicreaied expenfet, leave 
them but little profit $ and the grofs amount of his freight is no 
proof that he is getting rich by the trade. He would prefer a 
freight of £, 500 from the Baltic, to one of £, 1000 from th^ 
i^eft Indies. 
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eeite even a ^eater number of hands, ao4 that, iiil 
time of peace, new branches of trade, or at any rate 
the wife measure which Mr. Lowe recommends, of 
keeping a peace eftiU)linimect of 6o/)oo fearaen, woiild 
readily abforb them.* 

Thus, then, the utmoft lofs which the nation would 
fuffer by reducing the growt'i of Sugar to our own fup^ 
jiy, even if the fujplus quantity were fold abroad at 
prime coft, is the lofs of the profits of the manufac- 
turers and the fhip-ofvners, which together amount 
to £. 600,000. But we muft not forget, that the Weft 
India Planters lofe by all the Sugar which thfey fell : 
in order, therefore, to determine accurately the na- 
tional profit by that branch of this trade now under 
confideration, we muft fet the individual lolTes on one 
fide, agaii^ the individual profits on the other,' and 
fee which fide preponderates. Now Mr. Lowe tells' 
ns, that on all the inferior Sugar, which conftitutes 
the bulk of what is brought to market, and confe- 
queotly of what is exported, (he Planter lofes 8s. 6d. 
per cwt.-f- If, then, 140,000 hogflieads, of 13 cwt. 
«ach, be annually exported, the Planters "lofe by this 
^antity ^'.773,500. So that, fo far from the nation 
gaining by that quantity of Sugar which is bronghtto 
market above our own fupply, it in faft lofes confi- 
derably by it. 

From the preceding confiderations it follows, that 

admitting the ullnoit value to the Weft India trade aa 

a fonrce ' 



* I pnrpofeljr onut dHmating the commifllon' of the Weft 
India Merchant, and the profit of the Underwriter; upon our 

furpl us import of Sugar; for no*ne willbefoabfartf astomain- 
tain, that we ought (o continue a lofmg trade for the fake of ^ 
fcvouring tbf intereft of thefe dcfcriptionsof perfons. 

t Inquiry, page 39. ' 
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» fixiroe of revenus/ of private wealthy end of narval 
power^ none of thefe advantages would he leiiened bj 
our fuff9ring 1^ exifting diftrefies of the Planter? to 
take their own cour&, and to effeA t)ie natural and 
•nly coafiiqaence which can refult from inattention to 
tkem^ namely^ a nsduiSiion of our produce of Sugar 
to the meafure of our own wants. Thut^ on the very 
preoiifes with which Mr. Lowe feti out^ he has coni*- 
pleteil J failed in the objed of his work. He has nei* 
ther (hewn diat> ^^ if the country does not eflentially 
amend the c9ndition of the perfons engaged in the 
Weft India trade^ it niuft renounce that trade for 
€ver ;" — ^nor that^ if we perfift in this negledl^ we (hall 
have to replace a Uank of fix millions in the export of 
our manuffiAureS; to provide for a lofs of lo millions 
in dired^ and indiredjpevenue^ and of employ for looo 
Aips apd 95,000 feamen. 

Atnong the ooiiffpquenoes of inattention to the dif- 
ficulties oi the Weft India Planters^ which^ in Mr. 
Lowe's opinion^ we (hall have to lament^ he particu- 
larly dwells upon the lofs^vhich we (hall fuftain by the 
emigration of our Planters ^' to feek a better fortune 
in the colonies of our enemies." On this fubjed he 
fays, " The Planter, whofe property lias been fold by 
public au(3:ion, can tranfport only himfelf; but his 
(kill and af^ivity are not only loft to his country, but 
gained to her enemies. The removal of negroes will 
be a no lefs ferious calamity. He who ftill poffeffes, id 
9 BritUh colony, a mixed property of land and ne- 
groes, ^ill fell his land, or it^ as is likely under prefent 
circumftances, there is no one to buy it, he will aban- 
don it ; but his negroes he will retain and carry into 
bani(hm^nt along with him."*— ^ut to deplore the 

Jofs 

I II I . I r ■ ■ - I ■' ■ ■ — r "-^ ■ — ' " 

• Inquiry* page 4,2. 
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]o& of men^ of whofe fervices the nation has no neeclj 
is to take a romantic rather than a folid view of -the 
inbjedl. It is doubtlefs defirable for a country to ie« 
tain as madj labourers in anj branch of induftry aa 
are required for fupplying its wants : bnt> when their 
number has fo greatly increafed as to force them to 
tmderfell each other^ and the whole body is in mifery, 
it is childifli to regret the lofs of the fiirplus members. 
As the growth of more Sugar than our home confurop- 
tion requires^ is not confiftent with tjhe interefl of the 
Well India Planters, the nation cannot in juftice re- 
pine that fo many of them as contribute to overftock 
the market ihould betake themfelves to regions where 
there is ftill ati opening for the profitable employment 
of their ibduftry . And as we have evidently more ne^ 
groes than the cultivation of our own fupply of Sugar 
requires, it is defirable, rather than the contrary, that 
the furplus number fhould accompany their emigrat- 
ing mafter. We (hall always retain both planters and 
negroes fufficient for that extent of cultivation in our 
colonies which we haye any reafon to keep up^ thatis^ 
fo much as is neceiTary for the ample fupply of our 
kome coofumption. 



IN the fecond place, I proceed to fiate the reafons 
which lead me to think that Sir William Young and 
Mr. Bofanquet, as well as Mr. Lowe^ have greatly 
overrated the importance of that part of our Weft 
India trade which does contribute largely to the pub- 
lic revenue ; and that the wealth of the naiipnis hy 
no means fo greatly imcreaifed by it, as they would 
have us imagine. In examining this queftion, the 
limits of a pamphlet will prevent my taking that 

eictended 
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t^ktehdei! Vie^^ of it, which, to fet itin aprbper light, ft 
would require. If, therefore, my train of reafoning 
^Ihould any where appear to want continuity, I muft 
refer my reader for a more detailed elucidation of my 
opinions to a work in which 1 have treated on the 
Value of commerce in general. • 

The authors above named, in order to tmprefs upon 
their countrymen the importance of the Weft India 
trade, firft eftimate the grofs value of all tne product 
annually imported from thence ; which they rightly 
^calculate at i6ori7 millioas.. Of this they Ihow 
that five millions areabforbed by the revenue-^fouror 
five oijlliotis paid to the mahufa6lurer in return for ma- 
chinery, clothing, &C. exported— ^three millions moE^ 
paid to the owners of Ihips for freight, the under- 
writers for infurance, &c. — and the remaining three or 
four oiiHions left with the Weft India Planner for the 
ihtereft of his capital and profit of his eftate.f Hav- 
ing made this enumeration, they then infer that the 
Tums thus gained by*the revenue, the manufadiurer^ 
*the (hip-owner, the underwriter, and the planter, are 
all brought into exiftence by the Weft India trade—* 
that in proportion to the annual aggregate amount of 
thefe feveral gaihs, is the wealth of the nation an- 
nually augmented — and, confequently, that a cefTa- 
tioh of the trade from which they fpring, would caufe 
a deficit to this amount in the national income. — Al- 
lowing the accuracy of thefe premifes, I deny the 

truth 



* ** Britain iadependtnt of Commerce ; or, Froofs^ deduced 
4nm an foroftigatioii into the true Caiifas of the Wealtii of Nil- 
^tbttty thae oue Riches^ Profperilsry and Power are derived from 
(RjBroarcei iaherent in ourfelves, and would not be affe^ed 

(^Ten though our Commerce were annihilated." 3/r Cadelland 

Davies, 1807. 
» ' t ^ir William Young, page 87.— Mr. Bofanquet, page 64* 

. . G 
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truth of th« inferences drawn from them ; ftnd eea* 
tend^ as I (hall now endeavour to {how, that however 
great may be the value in Britain of our Weft Indin 
produce^ that hat a very fmall portion of this value 
is any addition to our national wealth; and that the 
nation would bejuft as rich as it is now^ if nine-tenths 
ci this trade were annihilated. 

In eftimating the addition which is made to the 
national wealth, by the profits of any branch of trade, 
we ought certainly to inquire from whetitc thefe pro« 
fits are derived. For, however large they are, if they 
he merely transferred from one branch to another, of 
the fame eommunity, it is incorredlto fay that the 
wealth of that community is increafed by fuch pro«> 
fits ; fince, in proportion as the one branch is richer, 
the other is poorer, and the grofs riches of both united 
remain the lame. Reyerfing, then, the v«Igar mode 
of coniidering t\^xy acquifitioa of private riches as 
an increafe of public wealth, in order to determine 
how bx we are indebted to tlie Weft India trade, let us 
inquire from what fource the feveral advantages which 
Are faid to arife from it fpring* 

Firfi, theii — ^Whence come the five milliotis which 
are paid to the revenue by Weft India produce ? Is 
thisfum eventually paid from the funds of the Plant- 
ers ? Certainly not. They themfelyes will allow that it 
is n^t paid by them when they are in a ftate of prof* 
perity ; and it is to this ftate, not to their preient de«- 
prefied condition, that my obi*ervations now refer* 
They advance it in llie firft inftance, but they are re- 
imburfed for their advance.f^«Is any part of it paid 
hy foreigners \ Ai the utmoft about ^£.1 7,000, or 7^ 
part of the whole. Formerly, indeed, for a few years, 
^e forced our foreign cufiomers to pay us a much 
larger proportion of this fum, or Nearly tv of itit 
3 amouBtg- 
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MK^iit; but they have long fince ceafed to fubmH 
to Ibis inipoiition, and thejr will not now give us 
even prime coil for what they once, in additioti (o a 
profitable price^ paid a duty of 7s. per cwt. upon. — 
From whom, then, is the revenue from Weft Indlfei 
produce derived f Undoubtedly from the confumers 
of that produce in this country ; who annually pay 
in taxes^ upon the Sugar which they ufe, nearly 
<£. 3,000,000 ; ,upon the Rum which they drink, up- 
wards of c£.i ,500,000 ; and upon^ other articles, nearly 
«£.500,ooo more. 

If, then, the whole of theimmenfe fum which the 
revenue derives from Weft India^produce be paid by 
the Britiih confumers of that produce, it muft ftrike 
any reafonable mind, that it is to thefe confumers, not 
to the Weft India trade, we are to give the credit of 
bearing fo large a (hare of the public burthens. Will 
any one be fo abfurd as to fay, that the confumers of 
Rum, Sugar; and Coffee, would not have thet. power 
of contributing as largely to the revenue as they do at 
prefent, if tliey were to give up the ufe of thefe 
luxuries? On the contrary, nothing can ht more 
clear than that as thefe articles are no way neceftary to 
comfortable exiftence, the confumers of them might, 
if they ehofe to ceafe confumingthem, coniiderably 
augment their contribution to the revenue. If my 
family annuaUy confumes a hogfhead of Sugar, for 
which I pay £*A^> ^he duty on this quantity is about 
«£.i8, and fo much I contribute yearly to the revenue 
by my confumption of Sugar. But, furely, my power, 
of contributing c£. 18 yearly to the revenue, does not 
depend upon my ufmg £. 40 worth of Sugar. If I 
caa afford to pay ^.18 to the revenue, when charged 
as a tax upon Sugar, I could afford to pay the fame 
foiiuk, although I uliMl none of this article. Indeed, if 

© a I wholly 



^ whofly gave over its ufc» I couW then witfiramt ii 
jury contribute moreiafgely to th« want»of tbeftater; 
for aft Sugar is no neceflary of life, I Ibowkl, in that 
cak, be able to lpaf€ tb« whole of tb« £.4^ vbtoh I 
iad been accuftomed to fpend in thia luxury .*^it will 
be faid» perhaps^ that there would be great liifficultj 
in railing, by any other mode, the fum which the le- 
venue how derives from Weft India pipduce; and 
this 1 readily admit. If the ufe of fucb tempting 
luxqries as Rum and Sugar were given up, it would 
not be eafy Ux force their former confumera to pay 
the fame taxes on articles notfaattra^iivetothe ftnfe 
of ta&e. But this CQniideration does not alter the 
poiition which I maintain, namely, that the raveni»9 is 
ladebted for the five milUpna which it annuaUy derives- 
from the Weft India trade, not to that trade which is 
merely the medium thrcHigh which it is paid^ bi^ to- 
tbe &iti(h conCumers of Weft India produce^ fran 
whofe pockets this fu,m is takea. 

* In thefecond place.— Who fioaUy pays fortiw fbar 
millioi^ of manufadlured articles^ neceffaiy in thecultir 
v^onof Sugar, fucb.as mill^ma^hinery, clothing ibc 
the negroes, &c. which e^ annuaUy expoit^d from 
Britain to the Wed Indies i iPoes the Weil Indok 
Planter I No ; he advances tbs coft of th«fe articles 
in the fi^'d iuftance, but their value is.refmKled to hint 
in the price of his Sugar, bis Rum^ &c»; io.eaknlatr 
ing the expenfe of prpduciog whieb^ he ftlmys in-» 

. clude» 
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• In tliis, and die two fucceeding inquiries, I leave out of con- 
fideratioiithc profit On the manufaftured articles which our pre- 
fent Hnportatioii of a flirphis of Sugar above, our own want* 
requires to be sxpdrted, as well as-tbe iVeight, &g. whidft ii^aid 
on tbis.quantity, bec^^ufe l.hRvqt'al«^<ly:it|ievn'tbat' a. 
itfj is fulkined by this bnuickof jour Weft India trade^ 



tfidfei^^ ebil dfthy^ mauttfa^ures. By whom then 
iMke vdtie df thcfe afticlcs eventually paid ? Clearlr 
4iy tke Bfitifli collfmners of Weft India produce; and 
k is'ta thdm Ihdt^^ Britifli toanufadarer is indebted 
for the profits retairfed in the fale of fo large a quah- 
ifity 6f tlis tifenufaiftares. The Britifti confumers of 
Weft India produce, m the price of this^ produce re- 
Aind tfce wholefutti which has been advaticed for thefe 
««:parted maniifaAcires by the Weft Indiia Planters r 
^nd'ittay be regarded as'commiffioning the latter to . 
tranlhiiite for them into Sugar, by the procefs of ex- 
:pOtta<ion to the Wfeft Indies, ^ quantity of cottons, 
iron, Ccc. which are more than they need. Every 
<!CMlfu&)er of <£.iO^ worth of Siigar is, in fa<ft, paying 
iibout''i£;'e^o*f'^is ferm towards the value of the ex- 
ports to tbe'Wfeft Irklies; and he is thus aseffentially 
^oiiirib^ing' to Vh6 prbi^erity of the minufailurers ot 
thefki^^kpcuHSy^aijA if he had direftlyputchafed an equal 
^nioiltntoftitehr articles atl^olne.^ — But, it may be aiked^ 
*f GouWthe manfufaffiurers of four millions of goods, 
etf orted" t^ the Weft Indies, obtain dire6ily from the 
liome' <^n^n[Sers the Dkme demand for the produce 
^ thell^ iridurftry, as they how receive indirectly by the 
itt«Wt««titt0n:e^fth6^^e& Indies?" I believe fo. I^ 
ihere^iWere no boftte demand for Sugar or for lium^ 
ikOft Would vM. be mAntifadured ib manjr of thof« 
pardcoltnr Kitjbka which are rcq^jired for the Well; 
India- ttii»kdt as at piefent. But a greater confump* 
tion of other articles wouki iake place^ ^ndasmucii, 
-^^QiPaki^va^xxi be givien to our maxnifadluxers^ Jf the 
Qtmit^ttwof Rgm and Sugar In this ifland were to 
caiiffe^d ufe'of thefe luxuries, which now coi^ theui 
4|jD[mlaHy 8or lo millions, they certainly wo^ild have 
%lie inclinittion as well as the power to fpend the fums 
dfitt^faved in other gratificatiotis, which the Britifli 

M^HlifiiAtirei: would prefent to thenj, 

a 3 Thirdly J 
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Thirdly — From whence fpriogi the tbrte mtfiKoit 
ivhich the fliip-ownars and the tmderwntefs derm 
irom the Weft India trade? Precif^^ly the lame 
anfwer muft be given as before— Fro<ft iiiii Britiih 
confumers of Weft India pi'oduce. 

Andj lajlli/ — From what fource arifeilHi two or three 
millions which^ when their affairs ace in profpehty, the 
Weft India Planter, the mortgagee, and the ^nuitantj 
gain by this trade ? Once more I give the fame reply^ 
From the BritiQi confumers of Weft India produce. 

If> then, it be the fad, that the wealth which ae^ 
crues from the W^eft Indi^ trade to the pul^^lic revenue, 
to the manufi^MSturer of exports, to the (hip*owner 
and underwriter, and to the plantersj is (witb'a .Very 
flight exception which I ihall afterwards pdint out) 
wholly derived from the Britilh confumers of Weft 
India produce. With what propriety c^n it be &id that 
any national wealth, any real addit^>n to the adnua}; 
revenue of the fociety, is brought into exiftenoe byy 
this trade ? It is true that it enriches Tome .clafies of 
fociety, but precifely in proportion tp theu gains are 
the lofles of other claftes of fociety. It is. true. that 
the revenue, the manufaAurer, the ihip-o^tr^ tlMs 
underwriter, and the planter, all derive a gre^t Imiiiial 
acceflibn of wealth from this trade ; but as all tbia 
wealth comes from the pockets of the BritiQl eenA 
fumers of Weft India produce, th^ir gaiOl do not^ ia 
the (lighteft degree, augniient the capital, or tbeaiYnnal 
revenue of the country .-.-The truth of this dedu£lion 
will be ftill more apparent, if we attend to the ikAual 
ftate of the Weft India^trade. The Plant^^s tell m, 
that jbft now the whole of their Segar which i^ con- 
fumed in Britain is fold for 35 ii. per cwt. left thm 
what it ought to be fold for, to afford thJem therea* 
fonable profit of 10 per cent on iSheir capiul : cen-^ 

l(M|)iee4Iy» 
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Ibquentlj^'as the annual Britith confumptioii of Sugar 
IS 150^000 hogfheads^ of 13 cwt. each, the Weft India 
Planters are now adiually Receiving the vaft fum of 
.£.3,41 8^500 lef$ than the^ ought to receive, if Sugar 
wer^ fotd at a fair price. Now, if the ftatement of 
the Weft India Planters, c^ to the wealth itrbich the 
nation derives fVom their trade, were accurate, if it 
were true that their profits are national profits — the 
nation would this year be i£.3>4i 2>50o poorer .than if 
SugafVere at 97 s. which they juftly fay is only a fair 
price. But will the confumers ofSugar admit that the 
natiori rsitnpoverifbed, becaufe they now pay annually 
lefs for their Sugar/ by three millions and a half^ than 
tte WWl India Planters fay tliey ought to pay ? Will 
a man, whofe family confumes yearly a hoglhead of 
Sugar, for which he now pays «£.4o, admit that the 
groft rev^ue of the nation is £. 20 lefs than if he paid 
£* 60 for it ? Surely not. Every unprejudiced jildge 
tnuft clearly fee, that the wealth of the nation is in no 
wife influenced by the gains of the Planters. If thej 
get three and a half millions lefs for their Sugar than 
they ought to have, then the confumers of Sugar are 
three and half millions richer than if they paid its 
proper price. And if, by diminifhing the produ<^tion of 
Sugar to the home demand, its price were raifed to 
^ys. inftead of 605., and the Planters received, as 
undoubtedly they ought to receive, three and a half 
milliotis for it more than at prefent ; in that cafe the 
confumers of Sugar would be fo much poorer than 
they now are : but the grofs wealth of the nation 
would in either cafe remain Juft the fame* * 

Hence^ 



* After having made tbefe remarks, I accideatally ftumbled 
upon the fc^lowing confirmatioB of them, which, a« coiaing fixun 
a Weit ladla Planter^ will deferve the 'greater weight : 
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a^ucej, too, we fee the m^rredn^f^ ^|be r«9|%yH|f 
l^y^wWch; tlve advoca.les of^e >Vieft Il^ffi^. ^H^i?* 
endeavour to^erfuade us, tti^it great injpry will eijifep 
to tlie revenue, to a large V,Qdy x>f m^tt^fj^(9iii;ftrs,^nd 
to the community m j^nerei]^ on accowt pf the dfc* 
miniflied ' ei^pendituirp qjf Jthe Pl^mer s^ pofr thut Ul^ 
Jow p,r\c6 of Sugar deprives them, xif aay ir^cooie* 
XftineqtaUe as 4s their cafe, and vnjuftas itwpoW J?c if 
this ^ffe6i had not been brought about hy Vhe^r own 
Jmpr lidence, tJiat they (hould not receive prime cqH fof 
the ^li^ar, in raiflng which they employ their ca{>ital 
and their time, yet it is clear their misfortunes do iw)| 
affeft the intereft of fociety at large. Thoogh their 
expenditure is thereby greatly leffened, yetthft ex* 
jpenditujre of the confuiners of Sugar isinereafed by 
the very fame c^ufe. If a poor man npw buys a poun^ 
pf Sugar for 6d. for wbich^if the W^ft India. Planter* 
received their juft profits^ he oyght to pay 9^.^ th«i* 
he now expends in \ feme other articj,^ the 3 d., of 
which the Planter* ought to bave,tbp fpendjii^ ;,hut 
the effedi on the profperity of the nation is jijft th^ 
lame/whether this fuin is f^xpended by one defcri|>ti<>K| 
pf pe rfons or anptber. - 

.. Were the importancej, which t^e authors whof^ 
opinions I am combatipg attaoh to the Weft India 
trade, as a fource of national ri(:he$, well founded^ then 
it would follow^ that if the v^hcAe body of thpfenrba 
coni'ume Weft India produce had iufibibed the notitHi^ 
of a few epthu(iafiic individuals^ who fome yei^rs back 

ianqi€4 



<* In the a6lual confumption of t^e commodity (Sugar) 
witftiinthe kingdom, the money which it cofts is*only transferred 
from the hand of one inhabitant Into that of another : hence, be 
Ifae price high or low, the nation at large is not one Ihining the~ 
richer or thd pocnrr on that account.^^^Edwards^s Hift. of the 
Yifeii Indict} Yol. ii« page 431. 



ftmpiediDrverj lump of Sqg^r and isop <iiJSjomp^im 
tipged wkb bumaB gore, aiitd I|a4 fbUawf4tWi% my 
ample in totallj gi^ving up the ufip of tb«fr ipojlitf^ 
luxuries, we inu^ bg {mh a prooedji^e j^^jire ii|ftafa^dT# 
l^atiojial lo& of mftciy millioBs. , 3ati ia fa^Si^; o^ |f«^l^ 
l^onfeqeepije woj^Jd have ti^owfd. ,Ti^:qn\f Wfftte 
IRrbicb wpulcj baye ,e».fu^d f^^pi .i]ui$ba,9Ql<i{M9)(uiiipir 

Hmn ajcid Si^ar would bfct(3 jkje^t.in Ibi&ir ffMldetg th^ 
teu miUiops wbicb |bey no^ e:qpi^ i^i t||$ gifiliicNilitfiii 
of tbejr pfifJiesk^ ' The 4:ievfiHMSjf:iii^«jedLr would. tA^ 
fufiaiued a lof» for a tioie^ 4uiUl ikjiiev^:i9o4eof .r^%)gf 
the iam^fufa^. wlik^J^ oo^ leifiOd on it^H^ ^Hfih^ 
•could hf vq bcfea f^opted* Maoy «f tb^ body ^(Jhipk 
owiiei^if(^d:ba«e.be^i)r(ibH>frp>i^g«e«it 4iftrdVr^ 
9nd the Weft Ii»di^ ]?Ja«t«r9 would haver Jbemi^xHu^r 
pktelj qaii€d«T, PutftiUall j^iefe calmnkoiis «»iifen 
^ence^ fr^^.nqtbaire difnipi^d ittie feal n^tioiislr 
wejdth,or %;rBvfwe.Qfrt>eA*iftJyf; , 

>£vfo if: u ^e adniitMj therf ^^> Ibal^ it is. i^per 
the diilreiTes of the Weft India Planters ihoidd hetfis*. 
Ifevefd^ it ^f.i^eaf tM thofe wifq^ have issfi&tdm tbis 
propriety lny^ ^cQY^ieit) g^npdwbich is wholly vsh* 
teaftfc^e, wt^q ^ tbey. hay« ^oiod t^J^tereft thie. oom^ 
ipmfiity.in tbf ^^tainm^nt of tbeir objed, by iBfiftogr 
thM the 'mtii>n$^ wealth ifi greaily aAigBaeot^ l|y tfae^ 
Well Indiiai tr^e. To haireheeu ac^^rale^ iiLik«dio£- 
aiidrefiiog .tbiem^lves tQ:tbeipockets of tbek ilesi^dim, 
they ought, to have appealed to their paibtes. ^ 
Mtf Lowe.ipfiils tbaki, if ibi»)^tbi9g be v^i iowst for ijie^ 
]^laQterit, ^^ the Weft ludia trade tmuft be refKnnietd 
^ ever/' be .migbt on this gniwd with c0ia&&mcy} 
have afk^d tbe ooafiwers .o£ Sugar^-*'!^ How will yeir 
Ijdliih your uaor^ing and ^wiiiug beverage when itv 
l^rlh aftriogenc^y is un<|ttalifi^ with the delidcunt 

Xubftance 
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Mitmce with which we now fupply you ? How will 
ymi ever be able lo endure the grating fenfation which 
your teeth wiH experience, when the acidity bf your 
ihiits is no longer modified by the juice of our canes f^ 
Aadj to the confumers of Rum he might havefaid — 
^ Thirilc what will be the dreadfal confequence to 
jottr healthy and how many years of your exiftence 
will be fliorlened, if you are forced, by our ruin, to 
drink the fiery brandies of Prance inftead of the ^ Rum 
nellowed by its long paflage, and the moft wholefome 
of Spirits' with which w« now fupply you?" — ^But to 
be feriotts on a fttb]e6l, where nothing but the anxiety 
of the Weft India Planters to have the confumers of 
^leir piodoce beKeve that they are enriched by'fpend-' 
ing money in Sugar and Rum, and that they would be 
itill more enriched by paying twice as much for thefe 
luxuries as they now pay, couM have made me other* 
wife, I proceed to the confideration of an obje6^ionr 
which will be made, and to which an anfwer is requifite,, 
in order to give complete (lability to the ptecediotg 
albumen ts* 

It may be faid : '' Admitting that the money which 
the revenue, the (hip-owner, the planter, tec. gain by 
ihe Weft India Iracfe, is merdy transferred from the 
pockets of the confumers of Weft India produce, yetf 
£nce thefe c^&fun>ers receive a value for their money ; 
•«-i(>Dce, for every <£.io Aat they fpend in Sugar or 
Rum, they receive <£• lo worth of Sugar or Rum, they 
cannot ftriAly be faid to be poorer in proportion to the 
gam af the Planters, &c. : nor can the wealth of the 
nation be faid to remain the Xame, fince £. lO worth 
of Sugar is brought into it from its Weft India colonies 
wWch did not before exift."— In anfwer to this fup-* 
pofed ot^eAion— >T admit that the <!onfumers of Weft' 
India produce receive a value for their money, and I 

admit 
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admit alfo, that if this value were of a permanedt «ii4 
durable defcription^ they might ftill be as rich as befoi« 
the exchange. But the reafon why I maintain an 
oppofite ophiiob with refpeA to Weft India produce, 
is« becaufe tiie great bulk of that produce b of fo 
trm^mi or fugitwe a oature, that in a very (horl pe- 
riod no trace of its exiftence. remains; and confe<» 
quently the confiimers of this produce only retain 
poifeflton of a value in return for their money for an 
inftant. Thus, if, inftead of thte Rum and Sugar for 
which the conftimers' of Weft India produce now pay 
ten nsillions annually, they were accuftomed to expend 
the fame' film id articles as durable as the mahogany 
w4iich is imported from Jamaica, I Ihpuld certainly 
idlow that filch a traffic did not impoverifli them^ in 
^ proportion to the gains of thofe who fupplied them 
with fuch permanent commodities. For, after having 
Ipent ten milM^ns in articles of Ais defcription, tha 
purchafers would retain them for years, perhaps for 
ha^f a century, and would be able^ in any part of this 
period, to obtain by felling tbem at leaft a portion of 
tlieir original coft. ' But what have the confnmers of 
Jlum and Sugar to (how for the hundreds of millions 
of pounds which they have fpeht in thefe articles fci 
the laft fifty years;' or^ what have thejf to £how for the 
ten millibns bf thefe luxuries which they confamed 
laft year i Nothing. Not the Ilighteft veftige of the 
value which they received for their money now re- 
mains ; and eonfequently, as the wealth which the 
Weft India Planters received for their Rum and t^ngfix 
has been merely transferred from the pockets of the 
confumers of thefe articles, who have not in exifteoca 
a particle of what they received in ex<;haage for th^ 
wealth, the grofs national riches cunndt have been in* 
areafed by this bt aocfa of 4;be Weft India trade. 
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. Ip.make.tbefe mfereaces ftill more ekar> fel n% 
tend a momexit to tfa^illulbratioa which a pi^rallel eafc^ 
yirill aflfor^, J^ iioblemaD^ who fpeodfi <£.,5O0 a year in 
the . cultivation of pine^a^les^aocunitely r^prc^iS^tp^ 
Britam with refpecSk tq her i^pofuinpUon pf Sugar l^nd 
Rum* M the BritUhjConfuiper^of thefe lox^ifs traitf- 
fer4n returafor iheu)^ ^pprtipn of tb^ii^^ealth tOrthe^re* 
Tenue^ the niianufi^jfi^rery thePiy>*owJM^r«and t^^ plant* 
er> l*o> in like maQoer, the QoblemskOi, in reiurn for bis^ 
ftia^-appks^ transfers a portion of bis ,rif:h^ to the coal* 
diealeo who fupplie^him wifh fqel for his iiov^^ to tb^ 
tanner fo^ his refuTe back^ and to bis gardener fo^ bis: 
ikill and labour : and Jie, sita, mav be f»d U> receive %: 
value for bis m<Hiqj. But would i^jr one prete|id thai 
the nation$d,we^th is increafed by^fucl^ a tFanafe^r <tf; 
B^ey.for pine-apple3; and tbat tbeiintereft of the. 
commimity is invqivl^d in fh^ , exi&^ace of all tbe. 
pineries which ar^ tc^ be found in Brit^f Surely ^i^t^ 
Tlie nobleman transfers £. 5qa yi^arly to the coal*ip&er*t. 
chanty to the tanner^ and to tbe gardener^ in return for 
8^ momentary j^ratiiication of his appetite. They are 
coniequeally richer, than before; he poorer, than if 
kls avarice had indi^qed him to deny himielf fu(^ a 
luxury^ And as no 4race remauis w;itb the eateif of 
pioe-sippl^s of the value which, he ^eoeives for hi# ^ 
i^ney, the national wealth is not in .th^e fli^teft de-^ 
giree increafed by this.procefs : which precifely applies 
to the home confuiiij>t^on pf the ilaple produce of the 
Weft India trade •• . _ ' 

Another 



* It Is tl'uly afteniibing^ that while fo many important diCco* 
'v^iiet iiaire Nvitliin thele fifty yean been correflly laid down m 
|ik dMut c€ poiitk^ ecMomy, no «tte««i6a ikouM' have been 
foi^ to tint ^^ntial diitiadknn whicii ^ssfts betwe^ diin^bl» 

and traafitoiy we<|]|lv Afi ¥^^ ^^ !4«st j#ld m4 fihq 9t^u 

bi^t 
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imdia Pbnjteii'hanre^ witbjulltc«^ contemted tbeir tracfo 
ig a hMMie trade^ abd by no means to.be coff&dered' in 
Ae fame view wilib fbreigtf eommefxris ; — ^(hrce the cut- 
ti«atiott of Sugar h m certainly a branch of national 
agacultim m the ail ligation of wheat;— -it may be 
M&»Af *1 Where i& the deference between the weallli 
which aH alloivr is brought into exiftence by tlie 
fpowlih /of com^ and that which is brought into 
mftsoce* by the groirtk of Sugar ? Food is as little 
•ntkled to be regarded as permanent wealth as 

Sugar ; 



but one fort of wealth, and that a very uaimportant one-^^that a 
nalioB 19 rich in proportion to the extent of its cultivated laa(f» 
tbt niu«bei o£ its bouibs its niadii«ea» its ihips, its road», itt 
caaads»an4 the muluplacity of coAveaience* which ctriiizedMib 
fiequires^ and that» in proportion as its Hock .^ thoj^ k. gmte% 
will be its accumulation 6t real wealtlji. Yet we continup^juft 90 
formerly, to bcKeve, that if we can expert one defcription of 
wealth, no matter how permanent, and import in exchange for 
k another deferiptionA no matter bow fugitive, which wiif felt 
at hone for more money, w^ Ihall hare increafitd the wea^^ tC 
the natioda j^ as much asif wt had eotported peri4h«Me article^ 
and imported in return durable commodities. Bu( how prepol^ 
terous is this mode of thinking ! Can any man in his fenles coHr 
tend, that i£ England Itipplied France witli fteam-engines in re- 
tnm for wine^ that rncKm-^trade would be as profitable to her as 
to Franise, ot ^hat^ in/ ftA, (he would make any addition to her 
national wealth by the exchange ? When we fee an individuat 
fpeading his incopie in the luxuries o£ eating and drjnlcing^ we. 
iky at once, he can never fave a fortune j yet we contend that 
Britain gets rich by /pending annually ten miUioris in Sugar and 
Rum, ilve myiiotis in Tea, and ^ye millions in Wine, lirandy, 
^bacco^ to. ! She saay increafe her tujqpnints by this traffic, 
9ttd as fl|e creates fwtjx her foil an annual revenue of 120 mifi- 
^•nSp and can thus very tfell aflford to indulge her .appettt^« it 
may be very proper that ihe (hould do fo j but to (ky t}i<g (br 
thereby increafes her wealth j is furely x moft egregions perver- 
iton of language. 
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Sugar; whv^ not tWa admits that die flbgftivplaater 
eontribute^ to the national wealthy as well as the 
fanner r«— Mas J words will not be required U> 
do away the apparent force of this objection. The 
'fimple reafon why the produAion of Sugar or Rnoa 
has not the fame title to be r^arded ai^ an tticreafe 
of national wealth with that of w^ieat or potatoes^ 
is» that the latter ferve as the food of man^ and 
that by performing this valuable fervice they may be 
tranfmuted into the mofi permanent wealth ; ^n^reas 
the former merely ferve as a temporary gcatttotJon 
of the palate^ and leave no trace of their exiftence 
when confumed. Thus the #heat and the beef which 
the farmer annually produces^' by fervingfor the food 
of labourers and artifans^ may be converted into a pa« 
Iace» a canal> a bridge^ or a fleet of ihips ; and > without 
die aid of this food, none of thefe permanent defcrip- 
tions of wealth could ever exift. But what return of 
this kind do we get for the Rum and Sugar which we 
annually con fume ? If it were the cuftom for people to 
live wholly or in part upon Sugao as doubtiefs they 
night do, if we had realized Dr.X)arwin*8 fpeculation, 
and chemically learnt to fabiicate it from its prin-' 
eiples ; or if it could be (hewn that thofe who confume ' 
Sugar, confume on that account a lefs quantity of 
other kinds of food,^I (hould then readily admit that 
our national wealth was augmented by itsproduAioo. 
But neither of thefe provifoes can be realized.— The 
apparent weight of the objedlion 1 am now confider- 
ing, arifes from the prevalent but erroneous idea, pro- 
mulgated by the French economifis,that the national 
wealth receives a permanent augmentation by every 
thing which is railed from the foil, when, in ik6t, no 
addition to the capital or ftock of the natioa is made 
)>y t yery large proportion of the projedis of agricul- 
ture. 
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Mre. Tbtts the t^ti^n is not at bU emlcbed by the Mis 
which are yearly raifed for the. food of horfes mcar^Iy 
kept for pieafure^ nor by the barley which is diftilled 
into alcohol.' The growers of thefe prbdudtions are en- 
riched by their fale^ but it is at the expenfe of the 
confumers of them. Whereas^ at the fame time that 
the grower of the barley or the wheats which is con- 
fumed by thofe who are employed in building a paTace 
or making .a canal> is enriched by the faleof this food, 
the confumers of it,.or he who advanced it to the con- 
fumers^ has received in return for it a palace or a 
canal^ which may continue a portion of national wealtl^ 
for ages. 

Let it not be fuppofed that in combating the por- 
tions maintained by the advocates of the Weft India 
Planters^ relative to the vaft national wealth derived 
from their tr&de, it is my objedl to ihew that we (hould 
be wife in abandoning this trade ; or that it is defirable 
, we (hould diminifh our confumption of Sugar andRum, 
juid the other produce, of Weft India agriculture. In 
a nation^ as well as in an individual^ I (hould deem it 
the height of folly to make the acquifition of wealth, 
rather than of happinefs, its ultimate' objedl. And 
fince we fancy that our bappinefs is increafed by the 
ufe of Rum and Sugar^ by all means let us ftill continue 
to indulge in thefe luxuries. All that I,contend for is, 
that things (hould be called by their proper names :—«- 
that the Weft India Planters have no reafon for ele- 
vating a branch of agriculture, wKich is merely a 
fource of convenience and of luxurious gratification^ 
into an inexhauftible mine of riches ;— and that the 
Briti(h confumers of Weft India produce, from whom 
fprings all the weiilth acquired by thofe whp are con* 
cerned ia the Weft India trade, (hould not be told 



I 
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^artbe f&tepf themfehref and of thiaur cMntrjr ^ 
^ndv opott tttt pr^%erhy of t|iis4»raBcb of com- 



laerce. 



Though I have tKas endeavoared to prove that the 
national wealth has never been increafed by the Weii 
India trade to any fuch extent as Sir Wm. Young, Mr. 
'Bofanquet, and Mr, Lowe have contended, yet I do 
not deny that Jbme national wealthy as well as (bme 
advantages, do fpring from this fource : and as it is 
'my wifti to form a correft eftimate of the value of our 
colonisfl poiTeflions, not to depreciate them unjuftly, I 
proceed to enumerate thefe favourable items of the 
accounts 

1. I admit that the national wealth l\as been aug- 
mented by the profits which have been gained on our 
re-=export of Weft India produce ; and if there were 
any profped: that we ihould in future continue to 
carry on this branch of commerce profitably, I (hould 
grant that to this extent the Weft India trade would 
ftill be a fource of riches. When the demand for Weft 
India produce was fuch on the Continent that it was 
purchafed of us at a profitable price, we 4oubtIefs 
gained an addition to our national ^ock of riches by 
the fjile ; for fince, in that cafe, the profit of the ma- 
nufa6lurer, the fhip-owner, and the Weft India 
Planter, wer^ all paid by foreigners, the profits of 
thefe individuals were national profits. But though 
\ve have gained wealth from this fource, we neither 
710W gain, nor ihall we in fut^ire gain weialth from it* 
1 have already Ihewn, that for the time to come we 
have no reafon to expedl that we (hall have any pro- 
fitable foreign demand for the main ftaple of the Weft 
•• V ladiea 



\ 
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|fidies*«»4SogaT ; and the ftatement which I have given 
ia the preceding part of this difcuffion abundantly 
proves that we do not at prefent gain any national 
wealth by what we export of this article. It is on thia 
laft account that^ in examining the po&tions of Sir 
Wm. Voung and Mr. Bofanquet, I adverted folely to 
the home confutnption of Weft India produce^ from 
which alone anyincreafe of national wealth could pof- 
fibly be derived* Befides Sugar,, we alfo annually 
^port a large quantity of Coffee ; and if the Weft 
India I^lanters gain a profit upon the fale of this artin 
cle^ then^ certainly^ to this extent are the national 
riches au^ented by this branch of the Weft India 
tmde. But I greatly fear that we have little r^afon to 
eftimate the value of this fource of riches at any high 
rate. The whole amount of our export of Coffee 
does not much exceed £> i^ooo^ooo in value ; and we 
are told that its price at prefent is much too low to af- 
ford a reafonable profit to the Planter. Indeed how 
ihould it be otlfierwife^ if it be true^ as has been af* 
ferted^ that the Americans fupply the Continent with 
Coffee at from 20$. to 30$. per cwt. lefs than we can 
with propriety fell at. 

2. From one of the minor articles imported from the 
W^^ Indies our national riches certainly gain a flight 
addition. I allude to Cotton^ which we annually 
import from thence to the value of <£*. 1,000,000. Now, 
as a confiderable proportion of this is manufactured 
and afterwards exported^ and as the foreign purchafer 
eventually pays the freight, duty, and profit of the 
JPIanters charged upon the raw material, I admit that 
an addition to the national wealth is made by a poition 
of the profits.upon this article. But we (hould egre- 
gioufl^y deceive ourfelves if we were to follow fome of 
the We& India Planters in eftimatrnl; the nationij 

H gain 
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' g&iti from Cotton at tfae grofs amonnt of the articles 
nianufa(5iQred from it. It mail be confidered, that 
we are not dependent on our Weft India colonies for ^ 
fupply of the ravf Cotton required in oar extebfive 
manufadlures. We could always get fupplied with 
what we want from other. quartern* The national gaio^ 
therefore, from our Weft India Cotton is merely the * 
amount of the profits of the (bip-owoer, the under- 
writer, and the planter, on that portion of our import 
which ferves for the bails of our exported Cotton vst^ 
jiufadiures. We may alfo negatively gain by Uae 
Cotton which we many fadhire* for own ufe. If CottoH ' 
of equal quality coft 2 «, a pound, when imported from 
the Brazils, Gtorgia, 8cc. and only \%. 10 d. to the 
Weft India Planter, then, though he may fell it at 
home for 21. a pound, yet the nation I'aves 2d, ^ ^ 

pound by its fale ; becaufe this difference is paid to 
our own fubje<fts, not to, the natives of Portugal or 
Georgia. — ^Thefe confiderations prove that the utmoft 
which the nation can gain by the growth of Cotton ia 
the Weft Indies is jf .300,000, or £. 400,000, an** 
nualiy, and to this' amount, it is poiTible, fiie does 
gain, 

3. A fimilar train of reafoning to that juftufed will 
ihow that, to a certain extent poffibly, the national 
riches are negatively increafed by the Sugar with which 
the Weft India colonies furnifli tis. As there is no 
caufe for fuppoQng that we fhould not confume this 
luxury, though we had 00 colonies of our own, we 

' ihould in that cafe purchufe it of other nations. Now^ 
if we paid for it the fame price ^s ^e do at prefent, 
the profits which the Britifh Weft India Planters cow 
derive from its fale would be received by the Planters 
of France or of Spaini On fuch a fuppofition thefe 
profits wguld go out of tliejcountry,.whereas«it prefenl 
' .. ^ they 
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tbey remaki m it^ and tbe nation may be therefoi« 
£ud to be negatively richer by having colonies of her 
.owii> inafmuch as fbe would be politively poorer if*fhe 
urerd forced to buy her Sugar of foreigners. Thid ad4. 
miffioDy however^ entirely depends upon tbe fa6l^ 
whether w^ do or do not buy>«as cheap of our own co^ 
fonifs as w)? could of foreign ones ; for if. we ooald buy 
of the latter for a price lefi than what we now pay by 
.the amount of tbe Britifh Weft India Planter's profit, 
in that cafe, the national wealth, on either fuppofiUony 
:would remain the fame. Thus, if it coft tbe Britilh 
Planter 205. 6 d, to raife a cwt. of Sugar in the Britifli 
colonies, it cofts the nation fo much, and tlie nation 
would be jull as rich as now^ if it were to buy all tlie 
Sugar it confumes, at that price, of tbe French or 
Spaniih colonies* But, ias the cultivators of Sugar 
jnuft, in the long run, in every quarter, gain a profit 
on their produce, it is certainly itiore for our intereft 
to buy of tbe Britiih Weft India colonies at 2^5., tlian 
of the foreign colonies at tbe fame price ; becaufe, if 
bought of the former, the 4s^ 6fL per cwt. profit is 
retained in the mafs of national riches^ — it is merely 
transferred from the confamers of Sugar to the Weft 
I ndia^ Planters ; whereas, if bought of the latter, it is 
•entirely loft to Britain, and goes to increafe the wealth 
.of the Plant^ers of France or Spain. On this head, 
therefore, we cannot come to a precife determination, 
.without aknowleSgeoffa^b which*are not within our 
Teach. If the price which the Weft India Planters 
ought to receive for their Sugar, in order to leave 
them a reafonable profit, be not higher than that 
which we ftiofuld have to pay the foreign Planter, if 
we pofleffed no colonies of our own ; then, the whole 
of tbefe profits are fo much negative gain to the na- 
*tion, on the principle that' ^' a penny faved is a penny 

H3 , got;" 
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got ;" and^ confequently^ the pofleffion of our Weft 
India colonies is of great advantage to us. But if^ on 
the contrary^ we might buy our Sugajr of foreignexs at 
a lefs price than that which we pay the Wefi India 
Planter^, then the national gain by our colonies is 
only the difference between that price and the prime 
coft of our produce from thence: and if we could buy 
of foreigners at as low a price as it now cofis us to 
produce our Sugar^ no addition to the' national wealthy 
eitlier pofitively or negatively^ is made by this produ& 
of our colonial poffeffions^ and we ihould^ in. this re- 
fpe6t, be juft as well without them. 

4. It is by no means my intention to deny that 
fome important national advantages are derived from 
our Weft India- trade. Of thefe by much the mofi 
valuable is the nurfery which it affords forx>ur feamen : 
and as defence is doubtlefs of far more moment than 
riches^ I allow that it is true policy to procure our 
Sugars at ahigher price from our own cplonies^ whence 
we can tranfport them in our own Ihips, manned by 
Britifli failors, rather than to buy them of any foreign 
colonies^ if obliged at the lame Ume to receive them 
in foreign veffels. But though I admit the value of 
the Weft India trad^ as an auxiliary to naval power^ I 
cannot follow the Planters in deducing from this con- 
■iideration the inference^ that we are, at all events, 
and whatever may be the coft, to keep up this nurfery 
to the extent which i(has now unnaturally and forcibly 
reached^ I allow that our Navy derives great benefit 
from the Weft India trade, and, to enfure a continuance 
of this advantage, the facrifice of a few ihillings pe 
civt.^ in the price of our own confumption of Suga 
cannot be objefied to ; but where would be the wifdom 
of continuing to grow a furplus of Sugar for the foreign 
market, where it muft be foldat^o per cent, lofs to 
7 the 
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the nation^ merely tor the fake of retaining the (em- 
ployment of 5,000 or 6,000 fean>en'P For, if the 
Weft India trade were contrai^ed to its proper limita 
to-morrow, the Navy would gladly receive, during the 
remainder of the war^ all the feamen that could pof*- 
fibly be thereby thrown out of employment; and if, 
on the recurrence of peace, our exifting branches of 
commerce are not fufficiently extenfive to abforb alt 
the difbanded failors^ wehad better employ them in 
conveying iea-fand from John-ar-Groat's houfe to the 
Land's End, aad back again, than in bringing Sugar 
for the fupply of the Continent^ to be fold at lefs than 
prime coft. 

Having thus enumerated the modes in which, 
according to tny opinion, we can alone gain . any 
accefffion of national wealth from the Weft India 
trade, and alfo the moft important of the benefits 
which we confeiledly derive from it, it will be necel- 
fary to fum up the refult of our itiveftigaCion,-^to 
place the IK and C** fides of the account in oppofition, 
and to ftrike the balakice of real and folid advanta^re 
for which we are indebted to this.fource. v 

We iiave (hewn, then, on the one hand, that no 
incif^afe of national wealth or revenue is derived from 
the home cohfumption of Sugar and Rum, which 
articles form nine-tenths of the produce of the Weft 
Indies : — the coft ot the manuia<!i);ures exported for 
the purpofe of raifing thefe produces, — the duties 
levied upon them at the cuftom-houfe, and excife- 
oflSce, — the profits of the (hip-owners, and of the Weft 
India Planters, being all eventually paid by the BrltiHi 
confumers of thefe articles, who are exadlly poorer in 
proportion to the^ains of thofe concerned in l^ringing 
tl^em to market. W« have ihewn, alfo, that though 

national 
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zmiioD^l profit b^ beeh and migbt be gaiaed by tto 
^ale of our fuperflooiis produce of Sugar to foreigner^ 
yet that, in confequenoe of tlie favourable cifcuiiK 
*ilanoes of the foreign colonies, we do not at preient, 
t^or have we any rational profpedt that we (hall in 
future^ gain any acceffion of wealth fr^m this bran<^ 
of our Weft India traded—On the other hand, w^ have 
allowed that if theWefi India Planters gain any thing 
by the £, 1,000,000 of Coffee which th^y are in the 
habit of exporting, fuch gain is national gain ; that 
an increafe of national wealth to the amount of 
«£. 300,000 or ,£»4oo,ooo is probably derived from the 
Cotton which is imported from the Weft Indies ; and 
that, provided the price paid for the Sugar and Rum 
of our own colonies is not more than What we (hould 
be obliged to pay to foreign colonies, in that eafe 
/we ihve the amount of the profits of the Weft Judia 
Planters. The importance of our Weft India Qolotiie$^ 
as a nurfery for feameh, has been alio admitted. 

Thus, then, inftead of being a fource of national 
wealth annually to the amount of fticteen or feVenfceeii 
millions, the Weft India trade, when rigidly fcrutini^, 
is found to add dirt&ly to the riches of the ftate, not 
more, at the very utmoft, than a million per anni^m, 
but probably not more than half this fum ; and it 
may alfo annually fave to the nation one or two 
millions more. Call the national gains from this 
fouice, pofitrve and negative, three millions. This 
fum is in itfelf confiderable, and, to many of the petty 
iiates of Europe, whofe whole revenue does not amount 
to fo much, the lofs of fuch a trade as, that from 
which it is derived might he fatal. In their fyftem 
it niight be a main artery, whofe rupture would be fol- 
lowed with the moft terrible confequences. But of 
bow fmall importance is fnelii a trade to a nation 

which 
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vhich every year derives an abfolule creation of 
ivealth from its foil to the amount of 9ne hundred 
and twenty miV/ion^^— which annually paMMui taxes 
to the government upwards of Jiftj/ miliiomh In the 
fyftjem of Britain, the Weft India Trade is but one of 
the finer veins, which may be pun6lured without fefu: 
of any fatal refult* So long as we can, without enor- 
mous expeirfe, retain poflefBon of our Colonies, there 
is no reafon to abandon them ;^ buj: if, by a fuperior. 
power, they .were wrefted from us to-morrow, or by a 
convuliion of nature funk into the ocean, we (hould^ 
ftill continue rich, ftill powerful, and independent of 
the world !♦ 



• WHEN two-thirds of this work were printed, a pamphlet 
w»s publiihedy tBtitl^dy, << A pettnanent and effectual Remedy 
for the EviU under which the Britifh Weft Indies now labour j'* 
—in wfai^hy I am happy to find, the accuracy of the reafoning 
mgde ufe of in tbc.firft part of this work,, ftrongly confirmed^y 
a Weft-India Merchant j whofe' remedy is in Aibftance> the 
iaine at that on which I haite here infifted^ 
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Mnte^ fay Luke Ranfard h Soni^ 
near iancolnVlim Fiddi, 




Lattly puhlijhed^ 

^Y THE SAME AUTH6r> 

BRITAIN 
INDEPENDENT OF COMMERCE;^ 

3SRQQFS. jdaduced, from aa Tnvpfiig«iiaa> 4«to-ib»- 
. true Caojfes of th^Wes^Itb of Nations^ tb^t out 
Riches, Profperity, and Power are derived frpm 
. Kefources inherent in ourfelves ; and would not. 
'be alFedled evea though our Commerce were' 
annihilated. 
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